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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  7— AGRPLTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service  (Ag¬ 
ricultural  Adfustment),  Department 
of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  CHIOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

(Arndt.  11] 

part  724— BURLEY,  FLUE-CURED, 
FIRE-CURED,  DARK  AIR-CURED, 
VIRGINIA  SUN-CURED,  CIGAR- 
BINDER  (TYPES  51  AND  52,  CIGAR- 
FILLER  AND  BINDER  (TYPES  42,  43, 
44,  53,  54,  AND  55),  AND  MARY¬ 
LAND  TOBACCO 

Rates  of  Penalty  Per  Pound 

The  amendment  herein  is  based  on  the 
marketing  quota  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended.  appUeable  to  tobacco  (7 
UJB.C.  1311-1315),  and  is  made  for  the 
purpose  of  amending  S  724.92  of  the  To¬ 
bacco  Allotment  and  Marketing  Quota 
R^[iilations,  1963-64  and  Subsequent 
Marketing  Years  (27  F.R.  8937,  9211, 
10743;  28  FH.  7757.  8018,  9144, 11049;  29 
?R.  1315,  6520,  7588,  7763,  9927,  12420), 
to  include  the  rate  of  penalty  per  poimd 
tmon  marketing  of  excess  Maryland  to¬ 
bacco  for  the  1964-65  marketing  year. 

The  ofBcial  average  price  for  Maryland 
tobacco  for  the  1963-64  marketing  year 
has  recently  been  determined.  The  Act 
imjvldes  that  the  penalty  rate  on  mar¬ 
ketings  of  excess  tobacco  shall  be 
seventy-five  (75)  percent  on  the  aver¬ 
age  market  price  (calculated  to  the  near¬ 
est  whole  cent)  for  the  preceding  mar¬ 
keting  year. 

As  sales  of  the  1964  crop  of  Maryland 
tobacco  may  soon  begin,  it  is  necessary 
that  the  amendment  set  forth  herein  be 
made  effective  at  the  earliest  possible 
date  in  order  that  the  rate  of  penalty  for 
Maryland  tobacco  may  be  made  known 
to  producers  who  desire  to  market  such 
tobacco,  and  to  buyers  who  are  respcm- 
sible  for  the  pasrment  of  the  penalty  on 
marketings  of  excess  tobacco.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  and  as  the  amendment  is  the  re¬ 
sult  of  a  mathematical  calculation 
provided  for  by  the  Act,  It  is  hereby 
iound  and  determined  that  compliance 
with  the  notice,  public  procedure,  and 
tfective  date  requirements  of  Section  4 
oi  tile  Administrative  Procedure  Act 
(5US.C.  1003)  is  impracticable  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest,  and  the 
amendment  contained  herein  shall  be 
sffective  upon  publication  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Subsection  (d)  of  §  724.92  of  the  To¬ 
bacco  Allotment  and  Marketing  Quota 
««Sulations,  1963-64  and  Subsequent 
■™*eting  Years,  is  hereby  amended  by 
•^ng  thereto  the  ■  1963-64  average 
^Aet  price  for  Maryland  tobacco  of 
W.5  cents  per  poimd  and  by  amending 


subsection  <e)  of  said  section  to  include 
the  1964-65  rate  of  penalty  for  Mary¬ 
land  tobacco  of  34  cents  per  pound. 

(Secs.  314,  37S.  SS  EKat.  48,  as  amended,  6S, 
as  amended;  7  UJBLC.  1814, 1375) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Wa^itngton,  D.C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  8, 1964. 

H.  D.  Godfret, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-10456;'  FUed,  Oct.  13.  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 


(Arndt.  4] 

PART  728— WHEAT 

Subpart — Rogulations  Portaining  to 

Farm  Acreage  Allotments,  Smoll 

Farm  Bases  and  Normal  Yields  for 

1964  and  Subsequent  Crop  Yeors 

New  Farm  Allotment  Eligibilitt  and 

Special  National  Acreage  Reserve 

On  page  10400  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  July  25.  1964,  and  on  pages  11535, 
11536  and  11537  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  August  12.  1964,  there  were  pub¬ 
lished  notices  of  proposed  rule  mairing  to 
issue  amendments  to  the  regulations  for 
determining  farm  acreage  allotments, 
small  farm  bases  and  farm  normal  yields 
for  the  1964  and  subsequent  crops  of 
wheat.  The  proposed  amendments 
would  (1)  provide  that  any  land  acquired 
under  the  right  of  eminent  domain  for 
which  the  entire  wheat  acreage  allot¬ 
ment  was  pooled  pursuant  to  Part  719  at 
this  chapter  would  not  be  eligible  for  a 
new  farm  allotment  for  a  period  of  three 
years  from  the  date  the  former  owner 
was  displaced,  and  (2)  add  a  new  section 
to  provide  for  the  apportionment  of  the 
special  national  acreage  reserve  author¬ 
ized  by  section  334(a)  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amend¬ 
ed  by  section  202  of  Public  Law  88-297. 
The  text  of  proposed  amendment  (2)  was 
set  out  in  the  notice. 

After  consideration  of  views,  recom¬ 
mendations,  and  comments  received,  the 
proposed  amendments  are  adopted  as  set 
forth  below. 

1.  A  paragraph  of  basis  and  purpose 
is  added  immediately  preceding  the  text 
of  the  amendments. 

2.  An  effective  date  paragraph  is  added 
immediately  following  the  text  of  the 
amendments. 

3.  An  authority  clause  is  added  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  effective  date  para¬ 
graph. 

4.  In  the  text  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  adding  a  new  §  728.29,  relative  to 
the  special  national  acreage  reserve,  the 
word  “gross”  preceding  the  word  “in¬ 
come”  in  item  (3)  of  paragraph  (a)  is 
deleted,  and  the  spelling  of  “Green” 
County,  Oklahoma,'  is  corrected  to 


“Greer”  County,  Oklahoma,  in  para¬ 
graph  (b). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  October 
8.  1964. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

Basis  and  purpose.  The  amendments 
herein  are  iwued  imder  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  The  purpose  of  these  amendments 
is  to  provide  (1)  that  a  farm  which  in¬ 
cludes  land  acquired  by  an  agency  hav¬ 
ing  the  right  of  eminent  domain  for 
which  the  entire  wheat  allotment  was 
pooled  pursuant  to  Part  719  of  this  dtiap- 
ter,  which  is  subsequently  returned  to 
agricultural  production,  shall  not  be  eli¬ 
gible  for  a  new  farm  wheat  allotment 
for  a  period  of  three  years  from  the  date 
the  former  owner  was  displaced  from 
the  acquired  farm,  and  (2)  the  procedure 
for  determining  increases  in  farm  wheat 
acreage  allotments  from  the  special  na¬ 
tional  acreage  reserve  authorized  in  sec¬ 
tion  334(a)  of  the  Act,  as  amended,  and 
the  list  of  counties  eligible  for  participa¬ 
tion  in  such  special  national  acreage  re¬ 
serve. 

.  Marketing  quotas  are  not  in  effect  for 
the  1965-1966  marketing  year  and  the 
regulations  herein  insofar  as  the  1965 
crop  of  wheat  is  concerned  relate  solely 
to  loans,  grants,  and  benefits,  and  are 
therefore  exempted  from  the  provisions 
of  the  effective  date  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act.  Wheat  producers  need  to  know  the 
provisions  of  these  regulations  as  soon 
as  possible  and  accordingly  it  is  necessary 
that  these  regulations  be  made  effective 
upon  the  date  of  their  publication  ^  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  regulations  are  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  Section  728.19,  paragraph  (b).  is 
amended  by  adding  a  new  subparagraph 
(7)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  728.19  Determination  of  base  acreages 
for  new  farms  for  1964  and  subse¬ 
quent  crops. 

(b)  *  •  • 

(7)  A  farm  which  includes  land  ac¬ 
quired  by  an  agency  having  the  right 
of  eminent  domain  for  which  the  entire 
wheat  allotment  was  pooled  pursuant  to 
Part  719  of  this  chapter  which  is  sub- 
sequenthr  returned  to  agricultural  pro¬ 
duction  shall  not  be  eligible  for  a  new 
farm  wheat  allotment  for  a  period  of 
three  years  from  the  date  the  former 
owner  was  displaced  from  the  acquired 
farm. 

***** 

2.  A  new  section  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  728.29  Special  National  Acreage  Re¬ 
serve. 

(a)  If  the  allotment  established  under 
§  728.16  for  any  old  wheat  farm  in  a 


14100 

county  designated  in  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section  is  less  than  one-half  at  the. 
coun^  average  ratio  of  allotment  to 
cropland,  such  allotment  mi^  be  ad-  ' 
Justed  provided  the  coimty  ccmimittee, 
with  the  approval  of  a  State  c(»nmittee 
representative,  determines  that: 

(1)  There  is  only  limited  opportunity, 
if  any,  on  the  farm  for  the  production 
of  an  alternative  income-producing  cn^, 

(2)  An  efficient  farming  operation  on 
the  farm  requires  an  increase  in  the  pres¬ 
ent  wheat  allotment  established  for  the 
farm,  and 

(3)  The  farm  operator  expects  to  ob¬ 
tain  during  the  current  year  more  than 
60  percent  of  his  income  from  farming 
operations,  excluding  the  estimated  re¬ 
turn  from  the  requested  allotment  in¬ 
crease. 

To  receive  consideration  for  an  adjust¬ 
ment  in  a  farm  wheat  allotment  under 
this  section,  the  farm  owner  or  (H>erator 
must  file  an  application  for  increased 
wheat  allotment  (Form  MQ-37)  in  the 
coimty  office  not  later  than  30  days  from 
the  date  of  the  mailing  of  the  original 
notice  of  allotment  for  the  farm  for  such 
year.  Notwithstanding  any  provision  of 
this  section,  in  no  case  shall  the  allot¬ 
ment  for  any  farm  be  increased  here¬ 
under  so  as  to  be  in  excess  of  one-half 
of  the  county  average  ratio  of  allotment 
to  cropland,  or  for  the  purpose  of  restor¬ 
ing  farm  allotment  acreage  lost  because 
of  the  overplanting  of  a  previous  year’s 
allotment  and  the  total  of  the  increases 
for  all  farms  in  the  county  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  the  additional  acreage  apportioned 
to  the  county  from  the  special  national 
acreage  reserve  provided  for  by  section 
334(a)  of  the  Act,  as  amended.  For  the 
purposes  of  making  the  increases  here¬ 
under.  the  cropland  on  the  farm  shall 
not  include  any  land  developed  as  crop¬ 
land  subsequent  to  the  1963  cr(H>  year. 

(b)  For  the  1965  program  year  the 
following  counties  shall  be  considered 
eligible  for  participation  in  the  special 
national  acreage  reserve: 


Colorado 


Adams. 

Larimer. 

Arapahoe. 

Las  Animas. 

Archuleta. 

Lincoln. 

Bent. 

Logan. 

Boca. 

Moffat. 

Boulder. 

Montezuma. 

Cheyenne. 

Morgan. 

Crowley. 

Phillips. 

Delores. 

Prowers. 

Douglas.  . 

Pueblo. 

Elbert. 

Rio  Blanco. 

El  Paso. 

Routt. 

Huerfano. 

San  Miguel. 

Jefferson. 

Sedgwick. 

Kiowa. 

Washington. 

Kit  Carson. 

Weld. 

La  Plata. 

Yuma. 

Kansas 

All  counties. 

Idaho 

Bannock. 

Kootenai. 

Bear  Lake. 

Latah. 

Benewah. 

Lewis. 

Camas. 

Madison. 

Caribou. 

Nez  Perce. 

Clearwater. 

Oneida. 

Franklin. 

Power. 

Premont. 

Teton. 

Idaho. 
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Minnrsota 


Kittson. 

Nonnan. 

MarahRlI 

Clay. 

West  Polk. 

Wilkin. 

Missouri 

Cedar. 

McDonald. 

Cole. 

Maries. 

Dade. 

MlUer. 

Franklin. 

McH^n. 

Gasconade. 

Newton. 

Jasper. 

Osage. 

Lawrence. 

Polk. 

Montana 

Big  Horn. 

Meager. 

Blaine. 

Mineral. 

Broadwater. 

Missoula. 

Carbon. 

Musselshell. 

Carter. 

Park. 

Cascade. 

Petroleum. 

Chouteau. 

Phillips. 

Custer. 

Pondera. 

Daniels. 

Powder  River. 

Dawson. 

Prairie. 

Fallon. 

Richland. 

Fergus. 

Roosevelt. 

Flathead. 

Rosebud. 

GallaUn. 

Sanders. 

Garfield. 

Sheridan. 

Glacier. 

Stillwater. 

Golden  Valley. 

Sweet  Grass. 

HIU. 

Teton. 

Jefferson. 

Toole. 

Judith  Basin. 

Treasure. 

Lake. 

VaUey. 

Lewis  and  Clark 

Wheatland. 

Liberty. 

Wibaux. 

Madison. 

McCone. 

Yellowstone. 

Nebraska 

Adams. 

Hayes. 

Banner. 

Hitchcock. 

Box  Butte. 

Jefferson. 

Chase. 

Kearney. 

Cheyenne. 

Keith. 

Clay. 

KlmbaU. 

Dawes. 

Morrill. 

Deuel. 

Nuckolls. 

Dundy. 

Perkins. 

Fillmore. 

Phelps. 

Franklin. 

Red  willow. 

Frontier. 

Saline. 

Furnas. 

Sheridan. 

Garden. 

Sioux. 

Gosper. 

Thayer. 

Harlen. 

Webster. 

New  Mexico 

Colfax. 

Quay. 

Curry. 

Roosevelt. 

Harding. 

All  counties. 

Union. 

North  Dakota 

Oklahoma 

Alfalfa. 

Kay. 

Beaver. 

Kiowa. 

Beckham. 

Kingfisher. 

Blaine. 

Logan. 

Caddo. 

Major. 

Canadian. 

Mayes. 

Cimarron. 

Noble. 

Comanche. 

Nowata. 

Cotton. 

Oklahoma. 

Craig. 

Osage. 

Custer. 

Ottawa. 

Delaware. 

Pawnee. 

Dewey. 

Payne. 

Ellis. 

Roger  Mills. 

Garfield. 

Rogers. 

Grady. 

Texas. 

Grant. 

Tillman. 

Greer. 

Washington. 

Harmon. 

Washita. 

Harper. 

Woods. 

Jackson. 

Woodward. 

Oregon 


Baker. 

UmatUla. 

Gilliam. 

Union. 

Lake. 

Wallowa. 

Morrow. 

Wheeler. 

Sherman. 

Wasco. 

Beadle. 

South  Dakota 

Jones. 

Bennett. 

Lawrence. 

Brown. 

Lyman. 

Brule. 

McPherson. 

Buffalo. 

Meade. 

Butte. 

Mellette. 

Campbell. 

Pennington. 

Carson. 

Perkins. 

Custer. 

Potter. 

Dewey. 

Shannon. 

Edmonds. 

Spink. 

FaU  River. 

Stanley. 

Faulk. 

SuUy. 

Haakon. 

Todd. 

Hand. 

Trip. 

Harding. 

Walworth. 

Hughes. 

Washabaugh. 

Hyde. 

Ziebach. 

Jackson. 

Armstrong. 

Texas 

Moore. 

Archer. 

Ochiltree. 

Baylor. 

Oldham. 

Callahan. 

Potter. 

Carson. 

Randall. 

Dallam. 

Roberts. 

Deaf  Smith. 

Sherman. 

Foard. 

Shackelford. 

Gray. 

Stephens. 

Hanford. 

Taylor. 

Hardeman. 

Throckmorton. 

Hartley. 

Wichita. 

Hemphill. 

Wilbarger. 

Hutchinson. 

Young. 

Lipscomb. 

Box  Elder. 

Utah 

Salt  Lake. 

Cache. 

San  Juan. 

Juab. 

Tooele. 

Rich. 

Adams. 

Washington 

Grant. 

Asotin. 

Klickitat. 

Benton. 

Lincoln. 

Chelan. 

Okanogan. 

Coliunbla. 

Spokane. 

Douglsis. 

Stevens. 

Ferry. 

Walla  Walla. 

Franklin. 

Whitman. 

Garfield. 

Yakima. 

Effective  date:  Upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(Secs.  334.  375,  378,  52  Stat.  53.  as  amended, 
66,  72  Stat.  995,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1334, 
1375,  1378) 

IPJl.  Doc.  64-10456;  PUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 


PART  729— -PEANUTS 

Subpart — Determination  of  County 
Normal  Yields  for  1964  Crop 

Basis  and  purpose.  The  regulations 
contained  in  §  729.1597,  below,  are  issued 
pursuant  to  and  in  conformity  with  the 
peanut  marketing  quota  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended,  and  the  Allotment  and 
Marketing  Quota  Regulatiois  for  Pea¬ 
nuts  of  the  1963  and  Subsequent  Crops 
(27  FR.  11920,  28  F.R.  11811,  29  P-R- 
7801, 13027) . 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


14101 


'Wednesday,  October  14,  1964 


Subsectioxis  SOl(b)  (13)  (B  and  (C)  of 
the  Act  define  nonnal  yield  for  any 
county  as  follows : 

(B)  "Normal  yield*’  for  any  county,  in  the 
case  of  *  *  *  peanuts,  shall  be  the  average 
yield  per  acre  of  *  *  *  peanuts  for  the 
county,  adjusted  for  abnormal  weather  con- 
dlttons,  during  the  five  calendar  years  Im¬ 
mediately  preceding  the  year  In  which  such 
nnrmaJ  ^Id  Is  determined. 

(C)  In  applying  •  •  •  [(B)  supra]  •  *  • 
If  for  any  such  year  the  data  are  not  avail¬ 
able,  or  there  is  no  actual  yield,  an  appraised 
yield  for  such  year,  determined  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  regulations  Issued  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary.  shall  be  used  as  the  actual  yield  for 
such  year.  In  applying  such  paragraphs.  If. 
on  accoimt  of  drought,  flood,  insect  pests, 
plant  disease,  or  other  uncontrollable  nat¬ 
ural  cause,  the  yield  in  any  such  year  of 
such  •  •  •  flve-year  period,  *  •  •  is  less 
than  75  per  centum  the  average  (com¬ 
puted  without  regard  to  such  year)  such 
year  be  eliminated  In  calculating  the 
normal  yield  per  acre. 

,  Producers  are  now  marketing  their 
1964  crop  of  peanuts  and  since  county 
normal  jdelds  are  used  in  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  amount  of  penalty  on  excess 
peanuts  marketed  from  a  farm,  it  is  es¬ 
sential  that  county  normal  yields  be  de¬ 
termined  and  announced  as  soon  as 
possible.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that  compliance 
with  the  notice,  pidolic  procedure  and 
effective  date  provisions  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  (5  UJ3.C.  1001- 
1011)  is  impractical  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  Therefore,  the  county 
normal  yields  specified  below  shall  be- 
ecHne  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Fidehal  Register. 

1 729.1507  Determination  of  the  county 
normal  yields  for  1964  crop  of  pea¬ 
nuts. 


County  normal  sdelds  for  1964  crop  of 
peanuts,  determined  in  accordance  with 
the  Act  and  f  729.1455(a)  (27  F.R.  11920) 
are  as  follows: 

ALABAU-K 


Normal 

yield 

County  (pounds) 

Autauga -  782 

Baldwin _  620 

Barbour _ 1,061 

Bibb _  600 

Blount _  676 

Bullock _  747 

Butler _  847 

Calhoim _  629 

Quunbers  600 

Cherokee _  627 

Chilton _  640 

Choctaw _  538 

Clarke _  537 

^y -  560 

Cleburne _  690 

Coffee _ 1,060 

Colbert _  590 

Conecuh  _ _ _  877 

- 1  530 

w^lngton _ 1,053 

®wnehaw  1,086 

Cullman _  78i 

- 1.103 

-  602 

l^*Kalb  _ _ _  710 

®fflore _  919 

i^bla  1, 048 

“towah  044 

tiette So 
_ _  600 


Normal 

yield 

County  (pounds) 


Geneva _ 1,211 

Greene _  650 

Hale  _  471 

Henry _ 1, 139 

Houston  _ 1, 162 

Jackson  _ _  653 

Jefferson _  660 

Lamar _  590 

Lauderdale  __  685 

Lawrence  ____  680 

Lee _  600 

Limestone _  700 

Lowndes _  590 

Macon _  728 

Madison _  692 

Marengo _  480 

Marlon _  680 

Marshall _  705 

Mobile _  540 

Monroe _  937 

Montgomery  _  718 

Morgan _  670 

Perry  _  905 

Pickens  _  572 

Pike _  917 

Randolph _  600 

Bussell _  859 

«.  Clair _  687 

Shelby _  670 

Blunter _  600 
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Mpwthiwpw 


County 
Talladega 
Tallapoosa 
Tuscaloosa 
Walker _ 


Pima 


Crawford  _ 

DaUas _ 

Faulkner  - 
Franklin  . 
Hempstead 
Howard _ 


Fresno _ 

Imperial  _ 
Kern _ 


Alachua  . 

Bay _ 

Calhoun  . 
Columbia 

Dixie _ 

Escambia 
Gadsden  _ 
Gilchrist 
Hamilton 

Holmes _ 

Jackson 
Jefferson  . 


Normal 

Normal 

yield 

yield 

(pounds) 

County  (pounds) 

_ 660 

Washlngtoii  _ 

540 

_  640 

Wilcox  _ 

590 

—  600 

Winston 

620 

_  580 

Arizona 

_ 2, 130 

Tuma _ 

1,840 

Arkansas 

_  818 

Johnson 

^  731 

608 

T.lnnoln 

1,919 

520 

_  816 

Little  River _ 

_ 778 

Logan 

689 

—  388 

Nevada  _ 

427 

_  463 

Randolph _ 

711 

Calivobnia 

_ 2,682 

Mndera 

600 

571 

_  900  ‘ 

Riverside 

1,726 

Tulare 

870 

Florida 

...  1.449 

Lafayette  _ 

946 

865 

Leon 

1. 133 
1,216 
661 

1,409 

Levy 

—  1,128 

Madison  ____ 

---  1,807 

Marlon 

1J2Q1 

_  769 

Okaloosa _ 

1.188 

_ 1,037 

Santa  Rosa _ 

1,400 

_  901 

Suwannee _ 

1,424 

_ 1,035 

Wakulla _ 

853 

1,096 

Walton 

1, 144 

_ 1,176 

934 

Washington _ 

1,  214 

Gxobqu 


Appling _ 1,026 

Atkinson _ 1,256 

Bacon _  912 

Baker _ 1, 336 

Baldwin _  552 

Ben  Hill _ 1,266 

Berrien _ 1, 191 

Bleckley _ 1,060 

Brooks _ 1,277 

Bryan _ 1, 158 

Bulloch _ 1. 273 

Burke _  747 

Calhoun _ 1, 452 

Candler _  961 

Chattahoo¬ 
chee  _  389 

Clay  _ 1,167 

Coffee - 1,147 

Colquitt _ 1.263 

Cook  _ _ 1,484 

Crawrford  ____  354 

Crisp  - 1, 482 

Decatur _ 1,306 

Dodge -  921 

Do(^y  _ 1,269 

Dougherty _ 1, 180 

Early _ 1,276 

Effingham  1,219 

Emanuel _  929 

Evans _ 1,887 

Glascock _  550 

Grady _ 1,344 

Hancock _ 170 

Harris _  348 

Houston _ 1, 115 

Irwin _ 1, 417 

Jeff  Davis _ 1, 160 

Jefferson  ____  668 

Jenkins _  893 

Johnson _  643 

Lanier  _ 1, 268 

Laurens _  981 


Lee 

_  1,262 

Lowndes _ 

.  1,008 

Macon _ 

_  1,172 

Marlon 

-  934 

Miller 

-  1,876 

Mitchell _ 

.  1,343 

Montgomery 

-  858 

Muscogee _ 

818 

Newton _ 

.  326 

Peach 

-  1,035 

Pierce  _ 

.  694 

Pulaski 

-  1,125 

Quitman _ 

.  1,003 

Randolph  _ 

-1,235 

Richmond  _ 

-  540 

Schley 

-  1,116 

Screven  _ 

-  1.102 

Seminole _ 

-  1,300 

Stewart _ 

.  985 

Siunter _ 

-  1,318 

Talbot 

767 

Tattnall _ 

.  1;320 

Taylor 

.  1,189 

Telfair 

-1,002 

Terrell  _ 

„  1,261 

Thomas _ 

.-  1,172 

Tift _ 

_ 1. 874 

Toombs  _ 

--  1,053 

TTeutlen 

„  906 

Turner _ 

—  1,282 

Twiggs - 

—  870 

TTpson  ..  . 

647 

Ware 

962 

Warren _ 

484 

Washington 

-  886 

Wayne  „„ 

„  865 

Webster 

„  1,080 

Wheeler 

—  1,038 

Wilcox  _ 

—  1,266 

Wilkinson  _ 

—  843 

Worth _ 

—  1,241 

Beauregard _ 

Bienville 
Claiborne 
LaSaUe _ 


^UISIANA 

636  Lincoln _  886 

663  Morehouse _ 1,002 

670  Union _  456 

670 


Normal 

Normal 

yield 

yield 

County  (pounds) 

County  (pounds) 

AMom _ 

878 

278 

Attala 

—  305 

Neshoba _ 

850 

Calhoun _ 

—  472 

Prentiss _ 

539 

Cflilckasaw 

—  199 

Sunflower _ 

728 

Copiah 

—  487 

Tate _ - _ 

543 

Greene _ 

—  1,098 

Tishomingo _ 

384 

Hinds 

_  481 

Union 

512 

Holmes _ 

—  460 

Webster _ 

701 

Kempm: _ 

—  341 

Winston  _  _ 

480 

Lauderdale 

—  542 

Yalobusha _ 

368 

Lowndes 

_  460 

i 

New  Mxxico 

Curry  _ 

_ 1,540 

Quay _ 

1,025 

Lea _ 

—  1,864 

Roosevelt _ 

1,872 

Nobth  Carolina 

Beaufort _ 

—  1,438 

Lenoir _ 

1,063 

Bertie 

—  1.749 

Martin  _ 

1,973 

Bladen _ 

—  1,828 

Moore 

1.594 

Brunswick  - 

„  1,002 

Nash _ 

1,489 

Camden _ 

„  1,647 

New  Hanover- 

1,125 

Catawba  — 

„  617 . 

Northampton 

2,004 

Chatham  __ 

—  1,447 

Onslow 

1,492 

Chowan _ 

—  2,012 

Pasquotank  _ 

2,081 

(Tolumbus  . 

—  1.266 

Pender _ 

1,196 

Craven _ 

„  1,137 

Perquimans  - 

2, 178 

Cumberland 

-  1.359 

Pitt _ 

1,684 

Currituck  . 

—  1,693 

Richmond _ 

1,330 

Duplin _ 

—  1,060 

Robeson _ 

1,207 

Edgecombe 

—  1,698 

Rowan _ 

1,233 

Franklin  -. 

—  1,060 

Sampson 

1,178 

Gates  _ 

—  1,887 

Scotland  — - 

1,301 

Greene _ 

„  1,627 

Tyrrell _ 

1,470 

Halifax _ 

—  1,816 

Wake 

1,046 

Hertford 

—  1,887 

Warren 

988 

Iredell  _  . 

„  380 

Washington  - 

1,814' 

Johnston 

—  1,678 

Wayne 

1,309 

Jones 

„  965 

Wilson 

1,475 

Oklahoma 

Atoka  _ 

923 

T.lncotn, _ _ 

l,il80 

Beckham  - 

—  2,073 

Logan  _ 

1,658 

Blaine _ 

—  3,079 

Love  _ 

777 

Bryan _ 

—  786 

McClain 

944 

Caddo 

—  2,619 

McCurtaln _ 

813 

Canadian  - 

—  1.449 

McIntosh _ 

970 

Carter  _ 

„  718 

Marshall  _ 

959 

Choctaw _ 

—  759 

Murray  _ 

822 

Cleveland  - 

—  1,463 

Muakogee _ 

852 

Coal  _ 

„  679 

Okfuskee 

877 

Comanche 

—  1,144 

Oklahoma _ 

838 

Creek 

_  692 

Okmulgee _ 

890 

Custer  _ 

.  2, 124 

Pawnee 

1,  12.3 

Dewey 

_  787 

Payne 

973 

Garvin _ 

_ 1,043 

Pittsburg _ 

980 

Grady  _ 

_  979 

Pontotoc _ 

745 

Greer 

_ 1,609 

Pottawatomie 

1,076 

Harmon _ 

_  905 

Pushmataha  - 

692 

Haskell _ 

_  871 

Seminole _ 

817 

Hughes _ 

—  1,087 

Sequo3rah _ 

925 

Jackson _ 

_  857 

Stephens  ____ 

1,035 

Jefferson  - 

—  685 

Tulsa  _ 

640 

Johnston  _ 

_  916 

Wagoner  _ 

735 

Kingfisher 

_ 1,247 

Washita  _ 

2,633 

LeFlore  _ 

™  734 

South 

Carolina 

Aiken  ____ 

—  429 

Greenville _ 

685 

Allendale  _ 

_ 1,132 

Hampton  „„ 

1,338 

Bamberg  _ 

— -  1,346 

Horry 

1, 107 

Barnwell  - 

_  714 

Kershaw  _ 

1,156 

Cherokee  _ 

_  487 

Lee  _ 

1,086 

Clarendon 

_  889 

Marion 

941 

Colleton  _ 

—  1,086 

Marlboro _ 

682 

Darlington 

—  1,883 

Orangeburg _ 

573 

Dillon  _ 

_ 1,183 

Spartanburg  - 

537 

Dorchester 

—  651 

Sumter  _ 

1, 347 

Florence  _ 

—  1,063 

Williamsburg 

816 

Tennessee 

Benton _ 

-  1,001 

IMckson _ 

618 

Bradley _ 

—  1,287 

Payette 

642 

Carroll _ 

—  830 

Gibson 

945 

Decatur  _ 

_  900 

Giles _ 

629 

14102 
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Tbnnxsssb — Continued 

Normal  Normal 

yield  yield 


County  {pounds) 

County  {pounds) 

HamUton  .... 

948 

Loudon _ ... 

906 

Hardeman _ 

696 

Madison _ 

425 

Hardin _ 

482 

Obion _ 

625 

Henderson _ 

740 

Perry _ 1, 

,041 

Hickman  .... 

698 

Polk _ 

784 

Humphreys _ 

718 

Wayne  _ 

760 

Lawrence  .... 

629 

Weakley _ 1, 

,008 

Lewis  _ 

966 

Texas 

Anderson  .... 

723 

Johnson _ 

670 

Atascosa _ 

828 

Jones  _ 

633 

Austin  _ 

888 

Karnes _ 

669 

Bailey _ 

2,582 

Kent _ 

634 

Raafrop  _ 

734 

Tjunar 

839 

Baylor _ 

1,306 

Lampasas  .... 

536 

Bee 

418 

T,a  Ralle.  1 

,560 

Bexar  _ 

682 

Lavaca  _ 

612 

Bosque _ 

510 

Lee _ j _ 

687 

Brazoria _ 

661 

Leon _ 

812 

Brazos  _ 

465 

Limestone _ 

732 

Briscoe _ 

752 

Live  Oak _ ' 

595 

Brown  _ _ 

553 

Llano 

453 

Burleson  .... 

541 

McCulloch _ 

623 

Caldwell _ 

691 

McLennan ' _ 

594 

Callahan  .... 

498 

Bgadlson _ 

752 

rsiuui 

667 

MArInn  _  .  . 

544 

Cherokee  .... 

824 

Mason _ 

713 

CoUlngs- 

Medina _ 

790 

worth 

806 

Milam 

622 

Colorado 

783 

Mills  _  _ 

520 

Comanche _ 

717 

Montague _ 

795 

Cooke  _ 

490 

Montgomery  . 

551 

Coryell - 

629 

Morris _ 

700 

Crosby  _ 

1,615 

Motley .  : 

1,320 

Denton _ 

642 

Palo  Pinto  ... 

605 

'DeWltt 

596 

Parkftr 

716 

Dimmit  _ 

2,033 

Polk  . 

536 

Duval _ 

817 

Red  River  .... 

967 

Kastland _ 

605 

Robertson _ 

804 

Brath  _ 

673 

Runnels _ 

401 

Falls . 

814 

Rusk _ 

636 

Fannin _ 

879 

San  Saba  _ 

496 

Fayette _ 

638 

Smith _ 

825 

Floyd  _ 

.  1,699 

Somervell _ 

599 

Fort  Bend _ 

593 

Stephens 

676 

Franklin _ 

.  728 

Stonewall _ 

717 

Freestone _ 

604 

Tarrant _ 

738 

Frio . 

.  1,607 

Terry - 

2, 197 

Gaines 

.  1,452 

Tlt.iis 

759 

Garza _ 

.  580 

Travis _ 

582 

Gillespie _ 

.  396 

Trinity _ 

689 

Gonzales _ 

.  670 

Upshur _ 

563 

Gra3rson  .... 

.  697 

Van  Zandt _ 

870 

Grimes _ 

.  762 

Victoria _ 

634 

Guadalupe  _ 

.  428 

Walker . 

648 

Hale  . 

.  1,890 

Waller . . 

1,003 

Hall . 

.  1,189 

Washington  . 

673 

Hamilton _ 

.  422 

Webb . 

856 

Harris _ 

.1,004 

WUUamson _ 

883 

Henderson _ 

.  918 

WUson _ 

571 

Hill . 

.  ,  556 

Wise  — . 

656 

Hood 

777 

Wood _ 

770 

Hopkins  .... 

.  832 

Yoakum _ 

1,608 

Houston  .___ 

.  908 

Young  - 

677 

Jack  _ 

.  526 

Zavala  _ 

2.479 

Jim  Wells  ... 

996 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  8.  1964. 

H.  D.  OODntBY, 

Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

(FH.  Doc.  64-10457;  ' Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Chapter  VIII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Sugar),  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTEt  6— DETERMINATION  OF 
PROPORTIONATE  SHARES 

(Sugar  Determination  855.10,  Rev.  1,  Arndt.  1] 

PART  855 — MAINLAND  CANE 
SUGAR  AREA 

Proportionate  Shares  for  Farms; 
1965  Crop 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
302  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as  amended 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  ''act”),  the 
third  sentence  of  paragraph  (g)  of 
$855.10  Revision  1  (29  F.R.  13595)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  855.10  Proportionate  shares  for  sugar¬ 
cane  farms  in  the  Mainland  Cane 
Sugar  Area  for  the  1965  crop. 

(g)  Any  person  desiring  a  new  pro¬ 
ducer  share  shall  file  a  request  therefor 
with  the  County  Ccmimittee  cm  or  before 
October  16,  1964,  in  Louisiana,  and  in 
Florida  on  or  before  October  30,  1964,  on 
a  form  available  at  the  local  County  Of¬ 
fice  (in  Florida,  at  the  Glades-Hendry 
ASCS  Oflace,  Moore  Haven,  Florida) . 


Chapter  XIV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

(C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Regs.,  1064-Crop 
Barley  Supp.,  Arndt.  2] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 

HANDLED  COMMODITIES 

> 

Subpart— 1 964-Crop  Barley  Loan 
and  Purchase  Program 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  (29  FH.  6618 
and  11826)  are  amended  as  follows: 

Section  1421.2231(f)  is  amended  to  re¬ 
vise  the  following  basic  county  support 
rates: 

§  1421.2231  Support  rates. 

•  •  •  «  * 

(f)  Basic  support  rates  for  coun¬ 
ties.  *  *  * 

Idaho 


County 

Rate  per  bushel 

I  From— 

To- 

1  $0.86 

Tdahn  _  _  _  _  _ _ _  .  ... 

$a86 

Oregon 

Coos  .  _ _  .... 

- ^ - 

10.93 

$0.83 

(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  105,  401,  63  Stat.  1051  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  714c,  7  UB.C.  1421,  1441) 

Effective  date:  Upon  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 


Statement  of  bases  and  considerations. 
The  original  determination  provided 
that  any  person  in  Florida  or  Louisiana 
desiring  a  new  producer  share  shall  file 
a  request  therefor  on  or  before  Oc^tober  8, 
1964.  This  amendment  extends  such 
date  to  October  16  for  Louisiana  and  to 
October  30  for  Florida. 

Because  the  planting  season  in  Horida 
continues  somewhat  beyond  the  planting 
season  in  Louisiana,  more  time  may  be 
utilized  by  persons  in  Florida  in  filing 
their  requests  for  new  producer  shares. 
In  Louisiana,  disruptions  in  communica¬ 
tions  by  the  recent  hurricane  necessitates 
the  extension. 

Accordingly.  I  hereby  find  and  con¬ 
clude  that  the  foregoing  amendment  will 
effectuate  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  8,  1964. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

(FJl.  Doc.  64-10460;  FUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:48  ajm.] 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  63-CE-79] 

PART  7.1— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW! 


Virginia 


Brunswick _ 1, 139  Nansemond _ 1, 946 

Chesapeake  1,934  New  Kent _ 1,875 

Chesterfield  .  1,395  Northampton.  1,639 

Dinwiddle _ 1,619  Prince  George  1,725 

Greensville  1,753  Southampton.  2,018 

Isle  of  Wight.  2, 053  Surry  . 2. 058 

‘James  City  ..  2,024  Sussex  _ 1,831 

Mecklenburg .  830 


(Secs.  301,  375,  52  Stat.  38,  as  amended,  66,  as 
amended,  7  UB.C.  1301,  1375) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Registee. 


act. 

(Sec.  403,  61  stat.  932;  7  UB.C.  1163,  Sec.  301, 
302,  61  Stat.  929,  930,  as  amended;  7  n.S.C. 
1131,  1132) 

Effective  date:  Date  of  publication. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October 
9,  1964. 

Charles  S.  Murphy, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FJt.  Doc.  64-10458;  FUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:48  ajn.] 


Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Designa¬ 
tion  of  Transition  Area,  and  Revo¬ 
cation  of  Control  Area  Extension 

On  July  23.  1964,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (29  FJt.  9907)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  control  zone,  designate 
a  transition  area,  and  rev(Ae  the  control 
area  extension  at  Gage,  Okla. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
oiHXirtunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
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making  through'  submission  of  com¬ 
ments  but  no  comments  were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t., 
December  10,  1964,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

1.  In  §  71.165  (29  FJt.  1073)  the  Clage, 
Okla.,  control  area  extension  is  revoked. 

2.  In  §  71.171  (29  FJl.  1101),  the  Gage, 
Okla.,  control  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Within  a  6-mlle  radius  of  the  Gage  Munic¬ 
ipal  Airport  (latitude  36*17'46"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  99*46'30"  W.) ,  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  CHige  VORTAC  118*  radial,  extending 
from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  the  VORTAC, 
and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  NE  course 
of  the  Gage  RJt.,  extending  from  the  S- 
mlle  radius  zone  to  8  miles  NE  of  the  Ril. 

3.  In  §  71.181  (29  F.R.  1160) ,  the  Gage, 
Okla.,  transition  area  is  designated  as 
follows: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mile  radius 
of  the  Gage  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  36*- 
17'45"  N.,  longitude  99'>46'30"  W.);  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  8  miles  SW  and 
5  miles  NE  of  the  Gage  VORTAC  118°  and 
298*  radials,  extending  from  2  miles  SE  to 
13  miles  NW  of  the  VORTAC;  within  8  miles 
NW  and  6  miles  SE  of  the  NE  and  SW  courses 
of  the  Gage  RH.,  extending  from  the  Gage 
Municipal  Airport  to  13  miles  NE  of  the  RJt.; 
and  within  12  miles  E  and  10  miles  W  of  the 
Gage  VORTAC  180*  radial,  extending  from 
the  VORTAC  to  11  miles  S  of  the  VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  n.S.C.  1348)  ) 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  7, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[PR.  Doc.  64-10410;  FUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:45  a.m.l 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-LAX-20] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW^ 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
71  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Reg¬ 
ulations  is  to  alter  the  period  of  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  San  Diego,  Calif.  (San 
Diego  County  Gillespie  Field),  control 
zone.  This  control  zone  is  presently 
effective  from  0600  to  2200  hours,  local 
time,  daily.  Due  to  recent  changes  in 
the  times  of  aircraft  activity,  the  San 
Di^o  Gillespie  Tower  has  rescheduled 
its  operation  to  extend  from  0700  to  2300 
hours,  local  time,  daily.  This  revision 
of  the  period  of  availability  of  tower 
service  requires  a  corresponding  altera¬ 
tion  of  the  time  of  effectiveness  of  the 
San  Diego  Gillespie  control  zone  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  required  controlled  airspace  for 
the  tower  service. 

Since  this  amendment  is  minor  in  na¬ 
ture  and  imposes  no  substantial  burden 
on  any  person,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  im¬ 
mediately. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
71  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation 


Regulations  is  amended,  effective  imme¬ 
diately,  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  In 
8  71.171  (29  FJl.  1101),  the  San  Diego, 
Calif.  (San  Diego  County-Gillespie 
Field),  control  zone  is  am^ded  as  fol¬ 
lows:  “0600  to  2200  hours,  local  time, 
daily.”  is  deleted  and  “0700  to  2300  hours, 
local  time,  daUy.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49n.S.C.  1348)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  October 
7,  1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief  Airspace  Regulations 

and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-10411;  Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-PC-18] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW! 

Alteration  of  Control  Area  and  Desig¬ 
nation  of  Transition  Area 

On  October  1,  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  FJl.  10543)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Wake  Island  control 
zone,  revoke  the  Wake  Island*  control 
area  extension,  and  designate  the  Wake 
Island  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  Due  consideration  was  given  to 
all  relevant  material  presented. 

Comments  were  received  from  the  Air¬ 
craft  Ovners  and  Pilots  Association 
(AOPA).  The  AOPA  concurred  with 
the  alteration  of  the  Wake  Island  con¬ 
trol  zone,  but  suggested  that  the  tran¬ 
sition  area  proposed  with  a  floor  of  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  beyond  a  25-mile 
radius  ^be  raised  to  2,500  feet  MSL  or 
higher.  With  regard  to  the  comments 
received  from  AOPA,  raising  of  the  floor 
in  the  portion  of  the  proposed  1,200-foot 
floor  transition  area^  beyond  a  25-mile 
radius  of  Wake  Island  would  adversely 
affect  the  flexibility  of  radar  and  proce¬ 
dural  air  trafSc  control  services  fur¬ 
nished  aircraft  executing  prescribed  in¬ 
strument  approach,  departure,  holding, 
en  route  and  radar  vectoring  procedures. 
Since  the  designation  of  airways  is  not 
feasible  in  this  area  and. due  to  the  lack 
of  aircraft  operating  in  VFR  conditions, 
the  transition  area  conflgiuration,  as  pro¬ 
posed  herein,  represents  the  minimum 
airspace  requirements  to  provide  the 
needed  surea  for  the  control  of  air  traffic 
within  the  immediate  terminal  area  and 
between  the  terminal  area  and  the 
oceanic  control  area. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
notice,  an  ILS  approach  facility  was 
installed  and  ILS  approach  procedures 
have  been  developed  while  an  existing 
DME  approach  procedure  has  been  can¬ 
celled.  These  procedural  changes  re¬ 
quire  minor  modiflcations  of  the  control 
zone  conflguration  proposed  in  the 
notice.  Accordingly,  the  control  zone 
configuration  as  designated  herein  in¬ 
cludes  the  airspace  required  by  the  re¬ 
vised  approach  procedures. 


Since  these  changes  are  minor  in  na¬ 
ture  and  Impose  no  substantial  burden 
upon  any  person,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  on  the  revised  conflguration  is 
unnecessary. 

This  action  Involves  the  designation 
of  airspace  outside  the  United  States, 
therefore  the  Administrator  has  con¬ 
sulted  with  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
10854. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t. 
December  10,  1964,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

a.  In  §  71.171  (29  FH.  1101)  the  Wake 
Island  control  zone  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Wake  Island  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  19*18'00"  N..  longitude  166”- 
38'00"  E.);  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Wake  Island  VORTAC  306*  radial,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  17  miles  NW 
of  the  VORTAC;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Wake  Island  VORTAC  111*  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  raditis  zone  to  17 
miles  E  of  the  VORTAC;  virlthin  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  281*  bearing  from  the  Wake  Is¬ 
land  radio  beacon  (AXX),  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  15  miles  W  of  the 
radio  beacon;  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  101*  bearing  from  the  Wake  Island 
radio  beacon  (AWK),  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radiits  zone  to  12  miles  E  of  the  radio 
beacon. 

b.  Section  71.181  (29  FH.  1160)  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following : 

Wake  Island. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  100-nmi 
radius  of  the  Wake  Island  VORTAC. 

c.  In  §  71.165  (29  FM.  1073),  the  Wake 
Island  control  area  extension  is  revoked. 

(Sec.  307(a)  and  1110  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348  and  1510),  and 
Executive  Order  10854  (24  F.R.  9565) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  October 
7,  1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-10412;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SW-38], 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  to  designate  the  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  (Wiley  Post  Airport)  control 
zone  as  full-time  and  to  amend  the  Ok¬ 
lahoma  City  (Will  Rogers  Field)  control 
zone  to  exclude  the  Wiley  Post  Airport 
control  zone. 

The  Oklahoma  City  Flight  Service  Sta¬ 
tion  was  recently  moved  to  the  Wiley  Post 
Airport  and  will  provide  24-hour  weather 
observation  and  reporting  service. 

Precise  cartographic  measurements 
reveal  that  the  west  extension  of  the 
existing  Oklahoma  City  (Will  Rogers 
Field)  control  zone  is  separated  from  the 
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Oklahoma  City  (Wiley  Post  Airport) 
control  zone  by  an  area  approximately 
Vs  of  a  mile  wide  and  IVi  miles  long. 
Accordingly,  action  is  taken  herein  to 
Join  the  two  control  zones  in  this  area. 

Since  the  changes  proposed  are  minor 
in  nature  and  Impose  no  substantial 
burden  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary,  for 
this  reason  good  cause  exists  to  make  the 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  [New],  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended,  effective  immediately, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth.  In  S  71.171  (29 
F.R.  1101,  2932),  the  Wiley  Post  Airport 
and  Will  Rogerp  Field  control  zones  are 
altered  as  follows: 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  (Wiley  Post  Airport). 

Within  a  S-mlle  radius  of  Wiley  Post  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  35*3a'05"  N.,  longitude  97* 
38'40"  W.).  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Oklahoma  City  VORTAC  060*  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  the 
VORTAC,  excluding  the  portion  S  of  a  line 
extending  through  latitude  35°  26 '33''  N.. 
longitude  97*46'21"  W.,  and  latitude  35*28' 
00"  N.,  longitude  97*36'06"  W. 

Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  (Will  Rogers  World 
Airport) . 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Will  Rogers 
World  Airport  (laUtude  35°23'45"  N..  longi¬ 
tude  97*36'30"  W.).  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Oklahoma  City  ILS  localizer  N  course, 
extending  from  the  5-mUe  radius  zone  to  the 
Tulakes,  Okla.,  RBN,  within  2  miles  SW  and 
3.5  miles  NE  of  the  Oklahoma  City  VORTAC 
107*  radial  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radlvis 
zone  to  the  VORTAC,  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Oklahoma  City  ILS  localizer  S 
course,  extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius 
zone  to  the  OM.  excluding  that  portion  which 
coincides  with  the  Oklahoma  City  (Wiley 
Post  Airport)  control  zone. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348)) 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  7, 1964. 

H.B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[PR.  Doc.  64-10413;  Filed,  Oct.  13.  1964; 

8:45  am.] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  63-WE-51 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  and  Designation  of  Con¬ 
trol  Zones,  Revocation  of  Control 
Area  Extensions,  and  Designation 
and  Revocation  of  Transition  Areas 

On  April  22,  1964,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  5396)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
Due  consideration  was  given  to  all  rele¬ 
vant  matter  presented. 

The  Aircraft  Owners  and  Pilots  Asso¬ 
ciation  (AOPA)  suggested  that  the  por¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  1,200-foot  floor  tran¬ 
sition  area  lying  to  the  east  of  longtitude 
111*20'  W,  and  that  portion  lying  north 


and  east  of  a  line  from  latitude  33*’30'  N, 
longitude  111°20'.  W  to  the  northern 
boundary  at  longitude  111"45'  W,  to.be 
established  with  a  floor  of  10,000  feet 
MSL.  If  this  were  done,  the  published 
instrument  approach  procedures  JAI,- 
74-VOR,  JAIi-74r-TACAN-l,  and  TA- 
.CAN-2  would  n,ot  be  adequately  protected 
and  holding  at  the  Chrome  INT  and  the 
Chandler  TACAN  088*  radial/.17  nm,  flx 
would  not  be  encompassed.  Further,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  raise  the  MEAs, 
which  are  now  7,000  feet,  on  the  over- 
lying  portions  of  V-94  and  V-16. 

Additionally,  the  AOPA  suggested  that 
a  8,000  foot  MSL  transition  area  be  des¬ 
ignated  in  the  remaining  proposed  1,200 
foot  area  north  of  a  line  from  latitude 
33*45'  N,  longitude  111°30'  W.  to  latitude 
34*00'  N,  longitude  112’43'  W.  The  ma¬ 
jor  portion  of  the  suggested  8,000-foot 
transition  area  has  overlying  airways. 
These  airways  include  V-95,  V-95W  and 
V-257  with  MEAs  at  or  below  the  recom¬ 
mended  8,000-foot  floor.  A  transition 
area  floored  at  8,000  feet  would  not  en¬ 
compass  the  Luke  Air  Force  Base  JAL- 
321-ADF  instrument  approach,  or  the 
prescribed  holding  procedure  on  the  Luke 
radio  beacon  having  a  minimum  altitude 
of  4,000  feet.  Finally,  extensive  radar¬ 
vectoring  is  conducted  in  both  areas  at 
an  altitude  of  2,000  feet  above  the  sur¬ 
face  which  would  further  obviate  raising 
the  floors  as  suggested. 

In  consideration  of  the  forgoing.  Part 
71  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t., 
December  10.  1964,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

1.  In  §  71.171  (29  Fit.  1101)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  actions  are  taken: 

a.  The  Phoenix,  Ariz.  (Sky  Harbor 
Airport)  control  zone  is  amended  to 
read: 

Within  a  5-mUe  radius  of  Sky  Harbor  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  33°26'10"  N.,  longitude 

112*00'45"  W.);  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Phoenix  VORTAC  090°  and  270*  radl- 
als,  extending  from,  the  5-^le  radius  zone 
to  2  miles  E  and  13  miles  W  of  the  VORTAC. 

b.  ITie  Chandler,  Ariz.,  ccmtrol  zone  is 
amended  to  read: 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Williams  AFB 
(iaUtude  33°18'25"  N.,  longitude  111*39'35" 
W.);  within  2  miles  each  side  ot  the  Chan¬ 
dler  TACAN  117*  radial,  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles  SE  of  the 
TACAN;  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Chandler  TACAN  141*  radial,  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radlm  zone  to  9  miles  SB  of  the 
TACAN.  This  control  zone  is  effective  frun 
0700  to  1700  hours,  local  time,  Monday 
through  Friday,  excluding  Federal  legal 
holidays. 

c.  'The  Proenix,  Ariz.  (Luke  APB)  con¬ 
trol  zone  is  amended  to  read : 

Within  a  5-mile  radiiis  of  Luke  AFB  (lati¬ 
tude  33°32'05"  N.,  longitude  112*22'55"  W.); 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  178*  bearing 
from  the  Luke  RBN,  extending  from  the 
5-mUe  radius  zone  to  2  miles  S  oi  the  RBN; 
and  within  2  mUes  ecu:h  side  of  the  Luke 
TACAN  066*  radial,  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radixis  zone  to  9  miles  NE  of  the 
TACAN.  - 

d.  The  Pho«ux,  Ariz.  (NAF  Litchfield 
Park)  control  zone  is  designated  to  read: 

within  a  4-mUe  radius  of  NAF  Litchfield 
Park  (latitude  S3°25'25"  N..  longitude 

112*22'30"  W.);  excluding  the'portlcm  within 


the  Phoenix.  Ariz.  (Luke  AFB)  control  zone. 
This  control  zone  is  effective  from  0600  to 
1800  hours,  local  time,  daily. 

2.  Section  71.165  (29  FJl.  1073)  is 
amended  by  revoking  the  Phoenix,  Ariz., 
and  the  Williams,  Ariz.,  control  area 
extensions. 

3.  Section  71.181  (29  P.R.  1160)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

•'  a.  The  Buckeye,  Ariz.,  Casa  Grande, 
Ariz.,  and  Gila  Bend.  Ariz.,  transition 
areas  are  revoked. 

b.  The  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  transition  area 
is  designated  to  read: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mlle 
radius  of  the  Sky  Harbor  Airport  (latitude 
33*26'10"  N.,  longitude  112*00'45"  W.); 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Phoenix 
VORTAC  090*  radial,  extending  from  the 
Sky  Harbor  8-mlle  radius  area  to  8  miles  E 
of  the  VORTAC;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Phoenix  VORTAC  110*  radial,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  Sky  E^bor  8-mlle  radius  area 
to  12  mUes  E  of  tne  VORTAC;  within  an 
8-mUe  radixis  of  WUllams  AFB  (latitude  33° 
18'25"  N..  longitude  111*39'36"  W.);  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Chandler  TACAN 
141*  radial,  extending  from  the  Williams 
8-mile  radixu  area  to  10  miles  SE  of  the 
TACAN;  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Chandler  TACAN  123*  radial,  extending  from 
the  WUllams  8-mile  radius  area  to  9  miles 
SE  of  the  TACAN;  and  that  airspace  extend¬ 
ing  upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude  34*- 
lO'OO"  N.,  longitude  112*30'00"  W.;  thence 
to  latitude  34*10'00"  N.,  longitude  111*80'- 
00'/  W.;  thence  to  laUtude  34*00'00"  N.. 
longitude  110*62'00"  W.;  thence  to  latitude 
32*33'00"  N.,  longitude  110°52'00"  W.; 

thence  to  latitude  32*33'00"  N.,  longitude 
112*00'00"  W.;  thence  to  latitude  32°51'00" 
N.,  longitude  112*30'00"  W.;  thence  to  lati¬ 
tude  32*61'00"  N.,  longitude  113*00'00"  W.; 
thenoe  to  latitude  33*  19 '00"  N.,  longitude 
113*00'00"  W.;  thence  to  latitude  33*19'00'' 
N.,  longitude  113*10'00"  W.;  thence  to  lati¬ 
tude  34*00'00"  N„  longitude  113*10’00"  W.; 
thence  to  latitude  34°00'00"  N.,  longitude 
112*43'00"  W.;  thence  to  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning. 

c.  The  Luke  APB,  Ariz.,  transition 
area  is  designated  to  read : 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  6  miles  W  and 
7  miles  E  of  the  Lxike  TACAN  003*  and  183* 
radials,  extending  from  13  miles  S  to  8  miles 
N  of  the  TACAN;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Luke  TACAN  056*  radial,  extending  from 
the  TACAN  to  10  miles  NE  of  the  TACAN; 
and  within  5  miles  each  side  of  the  Phoenix 
VORTAC  272*  radial,  extending  from  Long. 
112*23'00'  W  to  Long.  112*41'30"  W. 

(Sec.  807(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  DJS.C.  1348)  ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  October 
7, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R  Doc.  64-10414;  PUed  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[Alrspctce  Docket  No.  64-WA-691 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEWl 

Alteration  of  Federal  Airway 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


"Wednesday,  October  14,  1964 

Regula^ons  Ifi  to  extend  V-129  airway 
from  t^e  United  States/Canadian  bound¬ 
ary  to  ^e  Kenora,  Ontario,  VOR. 

VOR  Federal  airway  No.  129  is'xles- 
Ignated  in  part  from  Ribbing,  Minn.,  to  ^ 
Intematimial  Falls,  Minn.,  with  a  west 
alternate  segment  between  these  points. 
The  Canadian  Department  of  Transport 
proposes  to  extend  this  airway  to  Kenora, 
Ontario.  Accordingly,  to  facilitate  the 
extension  of  V-129  from  International 
Falls  to  Kenora,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  is  taking  action  herein  to  alter 
the  description  of  V-129  to  reflect  this 
change. 

Since  this  action  does  not  require  the 
designation  of  additional  airspace,  and 
imposes  no  additional  biirden  on  any 
person,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  unnecessary.  However,  since 
it  is  necessary  that  sufficient  time  be 
allowed  to  permit  appropriate  changes 
to  be  made  on  aercmautical  charts,  this 
amendment  will  become  effective  more 
than  30  days  after  publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  ef¬ 
fective  0001  ejs.t.,  December  24,  1964, 
$71,123  (29  FR.  1009)  is  amended  as 
follows:  In  V-129  “to  International  Falls, 
Minn.,  including  a  W  alternate.”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  “International  Falls,  Minn.,  in¬ 
cluding  a  W  alternate;  to  Kenora, 
Ontario,  Canada.  The  airspace  within 
Canada  is  excluded.”  is  substituted 
therefor, 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348)  ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  7, 1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

|P.R.  Doc.  64-10416;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-6] 

PART  71  DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW! 

'  Alteration  of  Federal  Airway; 

Correction  * 

On  September  22, 1964,  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  Document  64-9571  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (29F.R.  13137)  and 
amended  Parts  71  and  75  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations.  These  amend¬ 
ments  will  become  effective  November  12, 
1964.  In  Item  No.  1,  paragraph  j,  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  162  was  altered.  In 
this  alteration  the  segment  of  V-162  from 
the  intersection  of  the  Clarksburg,  W. 
Va.,  135"  and  the  Elkins,  W.  Va.,  092" 
True  radials  to  Clarksburg  was  inadver¬ 
tently  revoked,  whereas  only  the  segment 
of  V-162  from  Clarksburg  to  Harrisbure 
proposed  in  the  notice  should  have 
been  revoked.  Accordingly,  action  is 
taken  herein  to  correct  this  discrepancy. 

Since  this  amendment  is  editorial  in 
nature  and  imposes  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  compliance  with  section  4 
of  the  Administrative  Procedures  Act  is 
^ecessary,  and  the  effective  date  of  the 
final  rule  as  initially  adopted  is  retained. 

No.  201 - i 


1410.5 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  ef¬ 
fective  immediately.  Federal  Register 
Document  64-9571  (29  F.R.  13137)  is 
altered  as  follows: 

Item  1.,  paragraph  J.  is  amended  to 
read;  In  V-182  “From  INT  of  Clarks¬ 
burg,  W.  Va.,  135"  and  Elkins,  W.  Va., 
092°  radials  via  Clarksburg;  Orantsville, 
Md.;  St.  Thomas,  Pa.;  Harrisburg,  Pa.;” 
is  deleted  and  “From  INT  of  Clarksburg, 
W.  Va.,  135"  and, Elkins,  W.  Va.,  092" 
radials  to  Clarksburg.  From  Harrisburg, 
Pa.,  via”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  7,  1964. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief.  Airspace  Regulations 
'and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-10416;  FUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:45  ajn.] 


Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
SUBCHAPTER  A— ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 
[Reg.  No.  ERr-422] 

PART  207— CHARTER  TRIPS  AND 
SPECIAL  SERVICES 

All-Cargo  Carriers;  Limitation  on 
Amount  of  Charter  Trips  Which 
May  Be  Performed 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.  on 
the  ninth  day  of  October  1964. 

On  September  18,  1964,  the  Board 
amended  and  reissued  Part  207  (Regula¬ 
tion  No.  ERr-419.  29  F.R.  13246).  The 
preamble  stated,  in  part,  that  “We  will 
place  a  volume  restriction  on  the  off- 
route  charters  of  the  all-cargo  carriers 
equal  to  two  percent  of  their  annual  on- 
route  mileage  •  •  *.”  However,  in  set¬ 
ting  forth  the  corresponding  rule  (§  207.6 
(b) ) ,  the  words  “calendar  quarter”  were 
inadvertently  inserted  instead  of  the 
proper  term  “calendar  year.”  This 
amendment  will  correct  the  error. 

Since  the  amendment  is  only  - to  cor¬ 
rect  an  inadvertence  which  is  apparent 
on  the  face  of  the  regulation,  the  Board 
finds  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  unnecessary  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest,  and  that  the  amend¬ 


ment  may  be  made  effective  upon  less 
than  30  days’  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  207  of  the  Economic  R^ulations 
(14  CFR  Part  207)  by  amending  §  207.6 
(b)  effective  October  26, 1964,  to  read : 

§  207.6  AU-cargo  carriers:  limitation  on 
amount  of  charter  trips  which  may 
be  performed. 

*  «  ♦  *  « 

(b)  Effective  January  1,  1965.  an  all¬ 
cargo  carrier  shall  not  during  any  cal¬ 
endar  year  perform  off-route  charters 
which  in  the  aggregate,  on  a  revenue 
plane-mile  basis,  exceed  two  percent  of 
the  base  revenue  plane  miles  flown  by  it 
during  the  preceding  calendar  year : 
Provided,  however.  That  an  all-cargo 
carrier  s^U  be  permitted  to  perform  off- 
route  cargo  charters  within  its  area  of 
operations  without  any  limitation  as  to 
volume  of  service. 

(Sec.  204(a).  72  Stat.  743;  49  U.S.C.  1324. 
Interpret  or  apply  sec.  401,  72  Stat.  754,  as 
amended  by  76  Stat.  143;  49  U.S.C.  1371;  sec. 
403,  72  Stat.  758,  as  amended  by  74  Stat.  446; 
49  U.S.C.  1373;  sec.  407,  72  Stat.  766;  49  U.S.C. 
1377) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-10462;  Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Reg.  No.  ER-417] 

PART  241DNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  AC¬ 
COUNTS  AND  REPORTS  FOR  CER- 
TIHCATED  ROUTE  AIR  CARRIERS 

Reporting  of  Indebtedness  Data; 
Correction 

In  the  document  amending  Part  241 
of  Chapter  n  of  Title  14  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  published  at  29  F.R. 
13530,  the  following  correction  is  made: 

Add  to  the  Table  of  Schedules  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  Section  22— General 
Reporting  Instructions — a  f  t  e  r  T-5 
“Monthly  Listing  of  Summarized  Pas¬ 
senger  Loads  by  Flight  Stages — ^Local 
Service  Air  Carriers”  and  before  foot¬ 
notes  1  and  2.  the  following: 


Filing 

Schedule  No. 

( 

Frequency 

Postmark 

interval 

(days) 

T-7 . 

Domestic  Deferred  Airfreight _ _ _ 

. f\t% 

Q-41 . 

Persons  Holding  More  than  5  per  centum  of  Respondent’s 
Capital  Stock  or  Capital. 

Compensation  and  Expenses  of  All  General  Officers  and  Di¬ 
rectors  and  of  Management  Personnel  Receiving  $20,000  or 
more  per  Annum  for  Personal  Services. 

Compensation  and  Expenses  of  Persons  and  Firms  (Other 
than  Directors,  Officers  and  Employees)  Receiving  $6,000 
or  more  during  the  calendar  year. 

Corporate  and  fleciirltie!;  T>atA  .  . 

Annually. 

>41) 

Q-42 . 

_  _  do _ _  _  _  _ 

*J0 

0-43 . 

90 

G-44 . 

---.-do . . . 

90 

D-1 . 

Ser^oea  Performed  for  the  Defense  F.stehliahment  ... 

Quarterly  _ 

40 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-10463;  Filed,  Oct.  13, 1964;  8:48  am.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Chapter  Ill-Federal  Aviation 
Agenqr 

SUBCHAPTEt  C — AIBCBAFT  REGULATIONS 
[Beg.  Docket  No.  6215;  Arndt.  819] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Boeing  Models  707/720  Aircraft 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FH. 
6489),  an  airworthiness  directive  was 
adopt^  on  Septonber  25,  1964,  and 
made  effective  immediately  as  to  all 
known  United  States  operators  of  Boeing 
Models  707  and  720  Series  aircraft.  The 
directive  requires  inspection  to  ensure 
clearance  between  rudder  front  spar 
clevis  and  rudder  control  linkage,  and 
rework  if  clearance  does  not  exist. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate  cor¬ 
rective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  was  impracti¬ 
cable  and  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
and  good  cause  existed  for  making  the 
airworthiness  directive  effective  immedi¬ 
ately  as  to  all  known  UB.  operators  of 
Boeing  Models  707  and  7i20  Series  air¬ 
craft  by  individual  telegrams  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1964.  These  conditions  still 
exist  and  the  airworthiness  directive  is 
hereby  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  as  an  amendment  to  S  507.10(a)  of 
Part  507  (14  CFR  Part  507),  to  make  it 
effective  as  to  all  persons. 

Boeing.  Applies  to  Models  707  and  720 
Series  aircraft. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  65 
hours’  time  in  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD.  unless  already  accom¬ 
plished. 

(a)  With  the  rudder  fuU  right,  inspect 
the  installation  of  the  rudder  control  link 
arm  assembly  P/N  65-12703  to  ensvtre: 

(1)  that  clearance  exists  between  the  rud¬ 
der  control  link  arm  assembly  and  the  lower 
pivot  clevis  for  that  arm  assembly; 

(2)  that  clearance  exists  between  the  arm 
assembly  and  the  rudder  spar  web;  and 

(3)  that  there  is  no  evidence  of  previous 
Interference. 

(b)  If  clearance  does  not  exist,  rework  the 
existing  parts  in  accordance  with  Boeing 
Alert  Service  Bulletins  2052  and  2052A.  or 
in  a  manner  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region, 
or  Install  new  parts  which  provide  clearance. 

(c)  If  there  Is  evidence  of  previous  Inter¬ 
ference,  replace  the  lower  arm  assembly 
pivot  bolt. 

(Boeing  Alert  Service  Bvaietins  2052  and 
2052A  cover  this  same  subject.) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  all  persons  except  those  to 
whom  it  was  made  effective  immediately 
by  telegram  dated  September  25,  1964. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  776; 
49  U.S.C.  1354(a) ,  1421, 1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  7, 1964. 

C.  W.  Walker, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[PJl.  Doc.  64-10417;  PUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:45  a.m.] 


Title  18— CONSERVATION  OF 
POWER  ANO  WATER  RESOURCES 

Chapter  I— Federal  Power 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  R-250;  Order  288] 

PART  2— GENERAL  POLICY  AND 
INTERPRETATIONS 

PART  16— APPLICATION  FOR  LI¬ 
CENSE  FOR  PROJECT  UNDER 

LICENSE  WHICH  EXPIRES  ON  SPEC¬ 
IFIED  DATE 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

October  6,  1964. 

This  is  a  proceeding  to  amend  our 
general  rules  and  regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act  to  establish  proce¬ 
dures  for  recapture  or  relicensing  of  hy¬ 
droelectric  projects  upon  the  expiration 
of  licenses.  Because  the  Commission 
since  its  organization  in  1920  has  usually 
issued  licenses  for  the  fifty-year  maxi¬ 
mum  term  provided  in  section  6  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  the  first  year  for  ex¬ 
piration  of  numerous  licenses  is  1970.^ 
As  shown  below,  our  9bligations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  recapture  or  relicensing  com¬ 
mence  well  before  the  license  for  a  proj¬ 
ect  expires.  This  rulemaking  is  intended 
to  provide  the  basis  for  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  discharge  of  this  Commission’s 
obligations  under  sections  14  and  15  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  both  before  and 
after  such  licenses  expire. 

Upon  the  expiration  of  a  license,  the 
United  States  under  section  14  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  may  take  over,  main¬ 
tain,  and  operate  the  project  by  paying 
the  licensee’s  net  investment,  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  the  project’s  fair  value,  plus  certain 
seversmce  damages.*  If  the  United 
States  does  not  exercise  this  right  of 
recapture,  the  Commission  imder  section 
15  may  relicense  the  project,  either  to 
the  original  or  a  new  licensee.  Until  it 
does  so,  it  may  issue  annual  licenses  to 
the  original  licensee  on  the  terms  of  the 
expired  license. 

The  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  in 
this  docket,  issued  on  November  6,  1963 
(28  F.R.  12175),  proposed  the  following 
procedures  for  Commission’s  discharge 
of  its  obligations  under  these  provisions. 
During  each  of  the  five  years  before  a  li¬ 
cense  expired,  the  Commission  would 
give  notice  of  the  expiration  in  its  An¬ 
nual  Report  and  in  the  Federal  Register, 
At  the  beginning  of  this  notice  period, 
the  Commission  would  solicit  from  in¬ 
terested  Federal  agencies  their  recom¬ 
mendations  on  recapture.  It  also  would 
ask  the  licensee  for  its  plans  for  future 


1  Licensee  for  two  projects  .^of  over  2,000 
horsepower  installed  capacity  expire  in  1968; 
twenty-five  in  1070;  twenty-five  from  1971 
through  1974;  and  twenty-five  from  1975 
through  1979.  Thus,  seventy-five  licenses 
for  such  projects  expire  in  the  first  decade 
after  the  Commission’s  fiftieth  anniversary. 

*The  United  States  at  any  time  may  take 
over  a  project  by  condemnation. 


development  and  use  and  would  accept 
the  comments  of  other  interested  par¬ 
ties.  The  licensee  would  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  respond  to  any  agency  com¬ 
ments  recommending  recapture.  After 
oral  argument,  if  appropriate,  the  Com¬ 
mission  would  send  to  Congress  at  least 
two  years  before  the  license  expired  its 
recommendation  on  recapture,  accom¬ 
panied  by  the  Federal  agencies’  and  li¬ 
censee’s  submissions  plus  the  estimated 
cost  to  the  United  States  of  recapture. 
If  Congress  authorized  recapture,  the 
Commission  would  give  the  licensee  two 
years’  notice,  fix  compensation,  and  pro¬ 
vide  for  transfer  to  the  United  States  of 
the  project  properties.  The  Commission 
would  require  the  licensee  or  any  other 
party  to  t^ply  for  any  new  license  at 
least  a  year  before  the  existing  license 
expired. 

In  response  to  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking,  we  received  comments  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  American 
Public  Power  Association,  Northwest 
Public  Power  Association,  National  Rural 
Electric  Cooperative  Ass^iation,  Edison 
Electric  Institute,  and  nineteen  licensees. 
We  have  given  close  attention  to  these 
twenty-four  responses.  Discussed  below 
are  the  more  significant  comments  and 
proposals  and  our  action  in  response 
hereto. 

The  three  trade  associations  repre¬ 
senting  publicly-owned  or  cooperative 
electric  utilities  maintain  that  Congress 
in  section  14  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
delegated  the  authority  to  recapture 
projects,  but  they  disagree  as  to  who  is 
the  recipient  of  the  authority.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  American  Public  Power  As¬ 
sociation  and  the  National  Rural  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative  Association,  Congress 
conferred  this  power  upon  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  according  to  the  Northwest  Public 
Power  Association,  upon  the  President. 

We  believe  that  the  language  and 
legislative  history  of  section  14  do  not 
support  the  contentions  made  by  the 
three  associations.  This  section  reads 
in  pertinent  part;  “Upon  not  less  than 
two  years’  notice  in  writing  from  the 
Commission  the  United  States  shall  have 
ttie  right  upon  or  after  the  expiration 
of  any  license  to  take  over  and  there¬ 
after  to  maintain  and  operate  any  proj¬ 
ect  *  • 

In  our  opinion,  this  language,  while  re¬ 
serving  recapture  rights  to  the  United 
States,  neither  expressly  nor  implicitly 
delegates  the  power  to  exercise  these 
rights  to  the  Commission,  the  President, 
or  any  officer  or  agency  of  the  Executive 
Branch. 

Thrdughout  the  act,  whenever  Con¬ 
gress  delegated  authority,  it  expressly 
designated  the  recipient.  Thus,  in  sec¬ 
tion  16  (16  U.S.C.  809) ,  immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  the  sections  on  recapture  and 
relicensing,  the  President  is  authorized 
to  order  the  United  States’  take-over  of 
any  licensed  projects  “for  the  purpose  of 
manufacturing  nitrates,  explosives,  or 
munitions  of  war,  or  for  any  other  pur¬ 
pose  involving  the  safety  of  the  United 
States,  to  retain  possession,  manage¬ 
ment,  and  control  thereof  for  such 
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length  of  time  as  may  appear  to  the 
President  to  be  necessary  to  accomplish 
said  purposes  •  •  •  “Other  sections  of 
the  act  also  expressly  delegate  authority 
to  the  President,*  as  well  as  to  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  departments  generally,*  and 
specific  cabinet  officers,*  including  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior.*-^ 

Moreover,  the  legislative  history  of 
se^ions  14  and  15  demonstrates  Con¬ 
gress’  intent  to  retain  control  of  hydro¬ 
electric  policy  to  be  applied  upon 
expiration  of  licenses.  Many  Congress¬ 
men  in  1920  apparently  thought  that 
within  the  succeeding  fifty  years  Con¬ 
gress  would  enact  general  legislation 
establishing  procedures  and  standards 
for  recapture  and  relicensing.’  In  fact, 
of  course.  Congress  has  not  taken  any 
further  action  on  recapture  or  relicens¬ 
ing.  It  might  have  delegated  to  us  the 
power  to  authorize  recapture,  but  it  has 
not  done  so.  Neither  has  it  delegated 
the  power  to  any  other  Federal  author¬ 
ity.  The  power  resides  where  it  has  al¬ 
ways  resided,  in  Congress,  and  in  the 
absence  of  fiirther  legislation  can  only 
be  exercised  by  action  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  as  individual  licenses  expire.* 

The  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  admit¬ 
ting  that  only  Congress  may  act  to 
approve  recapture  and  that  the  C(»nmis- 
sion  may  make  reconunendations  to 
Congress  on  recapture,  says  “only  that 
the  Commission  should  not  be  the  pri¬ 
mary  agency  to  make  recommendations 
to  Congress  on  the  behalf  of  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Branch  of  the  Government.” 
We  recognize,  of  course,  that  we  cannot 
speak  for  the  Executive  Branch  and  do 
not  formulate  Executive  policy  witti 
respect  to  recapture.  But  in  the  light 
of  the  fact  that  the  Commission  has 
regulated  licensed  projects  for  decades 
and  is  required  under  section  14  to  give 
notice  before  a  project  is  recaptured, 
to  determine  the  net  investment  and 
severance  damages  of  the  project,  and 
to  relicense  the  project  if  it  is  not  re¬ 
captured,  the  Conunission’s  duty  to  as¬ 
sist  Congress  in  the  question  of  whether 


» Sections  1  and  2  (16  U.S.C.  792,  793). 

*Section4(c)  (16  U.S.C.  797(c) ). 

‘Secretary  ol  the  Army:  sections  4(e), 
11(a),  17(a),  18,  26  (16  U.S.C.  797(e),  804 
(a),  810(a),  811,  82l3;  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  (since  transferred  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior) :  secUon  18  (16  U.S.C.  811); 
Secretary  of  the  Department  in  which  the 
Ckjsst  Guard  is  operating  (now  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury) :  section  18  (16  U.S.C.  811); 
Attorney  General:  sections  13  and  26  (16 
O.S.C.  806,  820). 

•Section  10(e)  (16  U.S.C.  803(e) ). 

’’E.g.,  69  Cong.  Rec.  1438  (1920)  (re¬ 
marks  of  Senator  Norris).  See  also  Hear¬ 
ings  Before  the  House  Committee  on  Water 
Power,  66th  Cong.,  2d.  Sess.  32  469  (1918). 
Similar  statements  were  made  with  regard 
to  the  General  Dam  Act  of  1910  (36  Stat. 
593):  HJl.  Rep.  1160,  61st  Cong.,  2d  Sess.  2 
(1910);  45  Cong,  Rec.  5684  (1910). 

•Even  if  some  authority  could  be  spelled 
out  of  some  general  delegation  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  or  an  agency  of  the  Executive  Branch 
(and  none  of  the  respondents  cite  any  such 
authority),  it  would  be  rendered  virtually 
nugatory  by  the  fact  that  recapture  under 
the  provisions  of  section  14  can  only  be 
wcomplished  upon  the  payment  of  the 
P^®*®*‘lbed  compensation  of  the  licensee, 
which  would  require  an  appropriation  by 
Congress. 


to  recapture  can  hardly  be  questioned. 
See  also  sections  7(b),  304(a),  and  307 
(a)  of  the  act  (16  U.S.C.  800(b),  825(c), 
825f). 

We  believe  that  we  would  be  derelict 
in  our  duty  if  we  did  not  ke^  Congress 
informed  when  licenses  become  subject 
to  recapture  and  supply  it  with  neces¬ 
sary  factual  information  and  expert 
analysis  upon  which  it  can  make  an  in¬ 
formed  judgment  as  to  whether  to  exer¬ 
cise  its  recapture  powers. 

We  have  provided  for  securing  the 
views  of  interested  agencies  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  and  for  submitting 
them  to  the  Congress  with  our  report. 
These  agencies  remain  free  to  provide 
the  Congress  with  supplementary  state¬ 
ments  of  their  views  if  they  wish. 

The  licensees  generally  did  not  ques¬ 
tion  our  authority  to  adopt  the  proposed 
rules,  but  a  number  of  them  recom¬ 
mended  various  changes  in  the  proposed 
procedures  which  generally  go  to  ito  de- 
tsiils  of  execution  rather  than  its  funda¬ 
mental  conception.  We  have  grouped 
these  various  recommendations  for  dis¬ 
cussion  in  the  sequence  in  which  they 
would  apply  in  the  recapture  or  relicens¬ 
ing  process. 

I.  General.  A  number  of  the  licensee 
comments  reccsnmend  that  the  term 
“take  over”  be  substituted  for  “recap¬ 
ture,”  arguing  that  “take  over”,  not 
“recapture,”  is  used  in  sections  14  and  15 
and  that  it  more  accurately  describes 
what  is  involved.  We  believe  that  “re¬ 
capture”  has  become  virtually  a  term  of 
art  for  the  rights  reserved  to  the  United 
States  imd^  section  14.  Although  not 
used  in  the  statute,  the  term  appears  in 
the  hearings,  reports,  and  debates  on 
water  power  l^islation  and  has  been 
used  by  the  courts.  More  importantly, 
“recapture”  accurately  describes  the  ob¬ 
ject  of  section  14 — that  the  United  States 
have  an  opportunity  at  the  end  of  the 
license  term  to  retake  the  project  site 
upon  the  payment  of  the  specified  com¬ 
pensation.  “Take  over,”  on  the  other 
hand,  sdggests  expropriation,  which  is 
not  what  section  14  provides. 

n.  Gathering  information.  One  li¬ 
censee  proposes  that  the  governor  and 
the  appropriate  agencies  of  the  State 
or  States  in  which  the  project  is  located 
be  notified  of  all  proceedings  before  the 
Commission.  We  have  adopted  this 
proposal. 

Three  licensees  ask  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  solicit  the  licensee’s  statement  con¬ 
cerning  the  effect  of  recapture  upon  its 
financial  condition,  the  dividends  paid 
its  stockholders,  the  rates  charged  its 
customers,  and  the  taxes  collected  by  the 
local,  state,  and  Federal  governments. 
Since  such  materials  among  others  may 
be  germane  to  the  question  whether  a 
project  should  be  recaptured,  they 
should  be  filed  for  our  consideration. 

Four  licensees  ask  that  Federal  agen¬ 
cies  and  other  interested  parties  serve 
the  licensee  with  their  submissions.  Two 
of  these  add  that  the  staff  should  serve 
the  licensee  with  any  report  which  it 
might  make  to  the  Commission.  A  third 
states  that  the  Commission’s  recom¬ 
mendation  to  Congress  should  be  sent 
to  the  licensee.  We  have  altered  the 
rulemaking  to  provide  that;  (1)  All  for¬ 


mal  submissions  will  be  served  upon  the 
licensee,  and  (2)  a  copy  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  recommendation  to  Congress  will 
be  sent  to  the  licensee.  However,  the 
staff  reports  to  the  Commission  prior  to 
its  determination  of  the  recommendation 
to  be  submitted  to  Congress  are  internal 
agency  memoranda  which,  like  other 
such  documents,  will  not  normally  be 
made  public. 

Some  of  the  conunents  suggest  that 
the  licensee  be  allowed  to  respond  to  the 
recommendations  of  interested  parties 
other  than  agencies.*  One  says  that  the 
licensee  should  have  an  opportunity  to 
amend  its  plans  in  response  to  agency 
recommendations.  Another  requests  an 
opportunity  to  respond  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  recommendation  before  it  is  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Congress.  We  have  altered  the 
rule  to  expressly  permit  the  licensee  to 
respond  to  any  comments  recommending 
recapture.  In  formidating  our  recom¬ 
mendation  to  Congress,  we  of  course  will 
consider  any  timely  fil^  amendments  to 
the  licensee’s  plans  for  future  develop¬ 
ment  and  use  of  the  project.  Since  the- 
licensee,  if  it  takes  exception  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  recommendation,  will  be  free  to 
state  its  views  to  the  appropriate  Con¬ 
gressional  committees,  we  believe  that 
we  need  not  afford  the  licensee  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  respond  to  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  before  it  is  sent  to  Congress. 

Thirteen  parties  ask  for  a  provision  for 
a  hearing;  some  of  these  believe  that  a 
hearing  should  or  must  be  granted  at  the 
licensee’s  request.  When  the  Commis¬ 
sion  gathers  information  for  recommend¬ 
ing  legislation  to  Congress,  there  is  no 
statutory  or  Constitutional  requirement 
that  it  provide  a  hearing  for  interested 
parties,  though  it  may  in  its  discretion 
do  so.  We  believe  that  any  automatic 
provision  for  a  hearing  either  of  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  nature  or  by  way  of  oral  argu¬ 
ment  would  not  be  appropriate,  and 
would  tend  to  delay  our  reports  to  Con¬ 
gress  unduly,  but  of  course  we  reserve  the 
right  to  provide  for  an  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ing  where  it  appears  that  it  would  be  use¬ 
ful.  We  will  hold  oral  argument  at  the 
request  of  the  licensee  whenever  an  in¬ 
terested  Federal  agency  has  requested 
the  Commission  to  recommend  recapture 
to  Congress. 

m.  Recommendation  to  Congress. 
Nine  parties  suggest  that,  in  addition  to 
the  materials  specified  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making,  the  Commission 
send  tojCongress:  (1)  Recommendations 
of  parties  other  than  Federal  agencies, 
(2)  staff  reports  to  the  Commission,  (3) 
licensee’s  response  to  others’  recom¬ 
mendations,  (4)  licensee’s  estimated 
claim  for  compensation,  (5)  a  tran¬ 
script  of  any  hearings,  and  (6)  a  digest  of 
the  record.  We  have  altered  the  rules 
which  we  are  here  adopting  to  provide 
that  the  Commission’s  recommendation 
to  Congress  will  be  accompanied  by  all 
the  submissions  of  interested  Federal 
agencies  and  the  licensee  plus  such  other 
material  of  record  as  in  the  Commission’s 
judgment  might  be  useful  to  Congress. 


*Ab  It  appeared  in  the  notice,  the  rule- 
making  expressly  permitted  response  to 
“agency  comments  recommending  recapture’* 
but  said  nothing  about  response  to  other 
comments. 
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IV.  Giving  notice.  Section  14  pro-  and  section  28,  providing  that  amend-  Rules  and  Regulations  under  the  Fed- 
vides  that  the  Commission  shall  give  the  ments  of  the  act  will  not  affect  previ-  eral  Power  Act  as  follows: 
licensee  “not  less  than  two  years'  notice"  ously  issued  licenses  or  the  licensee’s  Under  the  authority  of  the  Federal 
of  recapture  of  its  project  by  the  United  rights  thereimder.  Power  Act,  especially  sections  14, 15,  and 

States.  This  language,  as  many  of  the  l^e  legislative  history  shows  that  the  309  (16  XJJ8.C.  807,  808,  825h)  the  Corn- 
licensees  point  out,  authorizes  the  Com-  amendment  of  section  14  in  1935  was  in  mission  orders: 
mission  to  give  a  period  of  longer  notice;  response  to  Keller  v.  Potomac  Electric 
some  suggest  that  this  period  should  be  Power  Company,  261  U.S.  428  (1923), 
as  long  as  necessary  for  the  licensee  to  which  was  thought  to  cast  doubt  on  the 
find  a  replacement  for  the  generating  constitutionality  of  a  IXstrict  Court’s  de¬ 
capacity  of  the  recaptured  project;  others  termining  compensation  for  reci^ture.” 
merely  stated  that  more  than  two  years  Subject  to  certain  limitations  not  here 
would  generally  be  necessary.  in  point.  Congress  has  discretion  to  pro- 

Five  licensees  suggest  that  when  more  vide  the  civil  procedure  for  the  enforce- 
than  two  years  is  required  to  replace  the  ment  of  substantive  rights.  Constitu- 
recaptured  project,  the  Commission  both  tional  or  statutory  provisions  against 
recommend  to  Congress  and  itself  pro-  retroactive  legislation  do  not  bar  Con- 
vide  an  appropriate  longer  notice:  If  gress  from  changing  the  procedure  for 
Congress’  and  the  Commission’s  periods  vindicating  such  rights.  Since  the  desig- 
are  not  the  same,  the  licensee  should  be  nation  of  a  forum  for  fixing  compensa- 
given  the  longer  of  the  two.  Finally,  a  tion  in  accordance  with  a  statutorily  pre¬ 
suggestion  is  made  that  the  notice  p>eriod  scribed  standard  is  manifestly  a  matter 
should  run,  not  from  Congress’  author!-  of  procedure,  sections  6  and  28,  which 
zation  for  recapture  of  the  project,  but  bar  changes  in  substance,  do  not  prevent 
from  its  appropriation  of  funds.  The  Congress  from  providing  that  the  Corn- 
comment  in  question  notes  that  if  the  mission  will  fix  the  compensation  for  all 
notice  period  runs  from  recapture,  the  recaptured  projects,  including  those  li- 
licensee  is  put  in  a  quandary:  it  risks  censed  at  the  time  a  different  procedure 
either  the  building  of  a  replacement  fa-  was  in  effect. 

cility  which  may  never  be  needed  or  the  VI.  Transfer  of  the  project  to  the 
losing  of  a  project  before  a  replacement  United  States.  Two  licensees  request  an 
facility  is  available.  assurance  that  the  licensee  need  not 

If  Congress  recaptures  a  project,  it  may 
fix  the  date  for  transferring  the  project 
properties  to  the  United  States.  If  Con¬ 
gress  does  not  specify  a  date,  the  Com¬ 
mission,  we  believe,  is  authorized  under 
section  14  to  specify  the  date  and  to  give 
sufficient  notice  to  allow  the  licensee  to 

secure  an  alternate  source  of  power.  Ac-  compensation  as  fixed  by  the  Commis- 
cordingly,  we  have  altered  the  rulemak-  sion.  We  believe  that  this  provision 
ing  to  provide  that  when  Congress  recap-  clearly  disposes  of  the  effective  date  of 
tures  a  project  without  fixing  the  date,  recapture.  Obviously,  a  licensee  may 
the  Commission  will  give  appropriate  no-  claim  a  higher  pasnnent,  but  the  licensee 
tice  of  not  less  than  two  years.  We  clearly  does  not  have  any  automatic  right 
think  that  under  section  14  notice  must  to  delay  application  of  recapture  while 
be  given  from  Congress’  authorization  of  litigation  to  determine  whether  a  sum 
recapture  rather  than  its  appropriation  greater  than  that  fixed  by  the  Commis- 
of  funds  for  compensation.  It  is  clear  sion  is  pending  in  the  courts, 
that  once  Congress  has  authorized  re-  A  number  of  parties  request  that  all 
capture  the  basic  question  has  been  de-  reference  to  applications  for  annual  li¬ 
dded  and  the  subsequent  appropriation,  censes  be  deleted  because  section  15  pro- 

which  must  await  the  Commission’s  pre-  ^  _ 

else  determination  under  section  14  of  will  issue  such  licenses  after  expiration 
the  recapture  payment,  presumably  will  of  the  original  license  until  the  project 
follow  in  due  course.  is  recaptured  or  a  new  license  is  Issued. 

V.  Fixing  compensation.  Ten  licens-  We  have  altered  the  rule  to  make  clear 
ees  ask  that  compensation  for  recap-  that  if,  upon  expiration  of  the  original 
tured  projects  licensed  before  the  license.  Congress  has  not  authorized  re¬ 
amendment  of  section  14  in  1935  be  fixed  capture  or  the  Commission  not  issued 
by  the  procedures  specified  in  the  origi-  *  new  license,  the  Commission  will  issue 
nal  section  rather  than  in  the  amended  annual  licenses  pending  consideration  of 
section.  The  original  section  provided  application  by  the  original  licensee 
that  a  United  States  District  Court  fix  for  a  new  license, 
compensation  if  the  licensee  and  the  For  the  reasons  set  forth  above  and 
Commission  could  not  agree.  The  upon  consideration  of  the  entire  record  in 
amended  section  provides  that  the  Com-  this  proceeding,  the  Commission  finds: 
mission  fix  compensation  after  notice  It  is  appropriate  and  in  the  public 
and  opportimity  for  hearing.’*  The  par-  interest  in  administering  Part  I  of  the 
ties  contend  that  the  original  section  establish  proce- 

controls  for  pre-1935  licensees  because  of  j  i.  a  a  a,.  a 

section  6,  providing  that  Ucenses  may  not  ■'ecapture  or 

be  altered  without  the  Ucensee’s  consent,  fehcen^  of  projects  upon  expiration  of 


transfer  the  project  to  the  United  States  ration  date;  (2)  licensees  name;  (3) 
until  payment  according  to  a  final  adju-  project  number;  (4)  type  of  principal 
dication  under  the  provisions  of  secUon  project  works  licensed,  e.g.,  dam  and 
313  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  for  appeal  reservoir,  powerhouse,  transmission  line; 
to  the  courts  of  Commission  orders.  ^5^  location  (by  state  and  stream;  also 
Under  section  14  of  the  act,  transfer  of  city  or  county  when  appropriate) ; 

the  project  is  to  occur  upon  tender  of  (6)  installed  capacity. 

(b)  Five  years  before  a  license  expires 
for  a  project  subject  to  recapture  the 
Commission  will  solicit  from  the  Sec¬ 
retaries  of  Army,  Interior,  Agriculture, 
Health,  Education  and  Welfare,  and 
other  appropriate  Federal  agencies 
recommendations  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation,  to  be  furnished  within  a  year, 
concerning  recapture  or  relicensing  the 
project.  The  agencies  will  be  asked  to 
demonstrate  how  any  recommended 
recapture  action  will  serve  their  respec- 

_ tive  programs  and  policies.  The  Com- 

vides  that  the  Commission  automatically  mission  simultaneously  will  solicit,  also 
■  ■  for  submission  within  a  year,  the  licens¬ 

ees  plans  for  future  development  and 
use  of  the  project  and  its  stat^ent  con¬ 
cerning  the  effect  of  recapture  upon  its 
financial  condition,  the  dividends  paid 
its  stockholders,  the  rates  charged  its 
customers,  and  taxes  collected  by  local, 
state,  and  Federal  governments.  All 
formal  subnfissions  to  the  Commission 
will  be  served  upon  the  licensee.  An 
opportunity  will  be  afforded  to  the 
licensee  to  respond  to  any  comments 
recommending  recapture.  The  Com¬ 
mission  will  hear  oral  argument  at  the 
request  of  the  licensee  whenever  an  in¬ 
terested  Federal  agency  has  requested 
that  the  Commission  recommend  re¬ 
capture.  After  considering  these  vari¬ 
ous  documents  and  hearing  oral  argu¬ 
ment,  if  any,  the  Commission  will  for¬ 
ward  to  Congress  at  least  two  years 
before  the  license  expires  its  recom- 
u  s.  Rep.  No.  621,  74th  Cong.,  ist  Sess.  46  mendation,  with  a  copy  to  the  licensee, 
(1935):  HU.  Rep.  No.  1318,  74th  Cong.,  1st  as  to  Whether  the  project  should  be 
Sess.  25  (1935).  See  also:  Hearings  on  1935  recaptured  by  the  United  States,  accom- 
Pubiic  Utility  Act  Before  House  Interstate  panied  by  all  submissions  to  the  Com- 
and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee,  74th  mission  by  Federal  agencies  and  the 
Cong.,  1st  Sess.  390,  487-488  (1935).  licensee  plus  such  other  material  of 


>•  A  comparative  print  of  the  pertinent 
part  of  section  14’s  1935  amendment  reads: 
“The  net  investment  of  the  licensee  in  the 
project  or  projects  so  taken  and  the  amount 
of  such  severance  damages,  if  any,  shall  be 
determined  by  the  Commission  after  notice 
and  opportunity  for  hearing. 
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record  as  in  its  Judgment  might  be 
useful  to  Cmigress. 

(c)  Should  Congress  authorize  recap¬ 
ture,  the  Commission  immediately  will 
give  the  licensee  notice  as  Congress  di¬ 
rects  or  as  appropriate,  but  not  less  than 
two  years,  and,  unless  Congress  oUier- 
wise  provides,  will  direct  the  licensee  to 
present  to  the  Commission  within  a  spec¬ 
ific  period  a  claim  for  compensation 
consistent  with  the  provisions  of  section 
14  of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  It  also 
will  require,  unless  Congress  otherwise 
provides,  that  upon  tender  of  compensa¬ 
tion  as  fixed  by  the  Commission  the 
licensee  transfer  to  the  United  States, 
in  such  manner  as  the  Commission  may 
direct,  possession  and  title  to  the  project 
properties. 

(d)  If  Congress  authorizes  recapture 
of  a  project,  the  Commission  will  dismiss 
any  pending  application  for  a  new  license 
for  the  project.  In  addition,  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  its  discretion  may  dismiss  any 
application  for  a  new  or  annual  license 
which  is  not  filed  at  least  a  year  before 
the  license  expires,  emd  any  such  applica¬ 
tion  so  dismissed  will  be  eligible  for  refil¬ 
ls  only  after  a  decision  on  any  timely 
filed  application.  If  at  the  end  of  a 
license  term  Congress  has  not  authorized 
recapture,  the  Commission  may  proceed 
to  issue  a  new  license  for  the  project  and, 
p^ding  consideration  of  an  application 
by  a  licensee  for  a  new  license,  will  issue 
annual  licenses  to  the  licensee. 

(Secs.  14,  16.  309  (16  n.S.C.  807,  808,  825h)) 

(B)  Part  16,  Chapter  I  of  Title  18  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  R^ulations,  is 
amended  by  amending  §  16.1  and  redesig¬ 
nating  it  §  16.2,  deleting  §  16.2,  and  add¬ 
ing  new  S§  16.1,  16.4,  and  16.5.  As  so 
amended.  Part  16  will  read  as  follows: 

PART  16— APPLICATION  FOR  LI¬ 
CENSE  FOR  PROJECT  UNDER  LI¬ 
CENSE  WHICH  EXPIRES  ON 
SPECIFIED  DATE 

Sec. 

16.1  Purpose  and  coverage. 

16.2  Contents. 

163  Additional  Information. 

16.4  Project  alterations. 

16.5  Filing  date. 

Attthoiott;  The  provisions  of  this  Part 
16  Issued  under  secs.  14,  15,  309  (16  U.S.C. 
807,  808,  825h) . 

§  16.1  Purpose  and  coverage. 

This  part  implements  the  general  pro¬ 
cedure,  as  set  out  in  §  2.6  of  this  chapter, 
for  relicensing  projects  upon  expiration 
of  the  license  in  the  event  that  Congress 
does  not  elect  to  recapture  the  project  for 
the  United  States.  This  part,  however, 
applies  as  well  to  relicensing  of  projects 
not  subject  to  recapture. 

§  16.2  Contents. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  any  licens¬ 
ee  or  other  applicant  for  a  new  or 
annual  license  shall  submit  an  original 
and  ten  conformed  copies  of  the  applica¬ 
tion,  duly  subscribed  and  verified  under 
oath,  and  all  accompanying  documents, 
together  with  one  additional  conformed 
copy  for  each  interested  State  Commis¬ 
sion.  The  application  shall  set  forth 


in  appropriate  detail  the  following  in¬ 
formation  in  the  order  indicated: 

(a)  The  exact  name  of  the  applicant. 

(b)  The  license  number  of  the  project. 

(c)  The  location  of  the  project. 

(d)  The  date  on  which  the  license 
expires. 

(e)  If  the  licensee  is  a  corporation,  a 
list  of  the  officers  and  directors. 

(f)  The  name,  title,  and  post-office 
address  of  the  person  to  whom  corre¬ 
spondence  in  regard  to  the  application 
shall  be  addressed. 

(g)  A  brief  description  of  the  project 
works  and  operations  of  the  project. 

§  16.3  Additional  information. 

The  Commission  may  require  addi¬ 
tional  information  when  it  appears  to  be 
pertinent  in  a  particular  case. 

§  16.4  Project  alterations. 

Where  an  applicant  for  a  new  license 
intends  to  make  changes  or  additions  to 
the  project  works  of  a  project,  they  shall 
be  fully  described  in  the  application  and 
shown  on  any  accompanying  exhibits. 

§  16.5  Filing  date. 

Any  application  for  a  new  or  annual 
license  filed  later  thsm  one  year  before 
the  expiration  date  of  the  license  may, 
in  the  Commission’s  discretion,  be  dis¬ 
missed  without  prejudice  and  will  be 
eligible  for  refining  only  after  a  decision 
on  any  timely  filed  application. 

(C)  The  amendments  prescribed  here¬ 
in  will  be  effective  from  November  1, 
1964. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-10424:  Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:46  ajn.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

POLYSORBATE  60  (POLYOXYETHYLENE  (20) 
SORBITAN  MONOSTEARATE 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  in  a  petition 
(4A1459)  filed  by  House  of  Prothee,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  142,  Woodmere,  Long  Island, 
New  York,  and  other  relevant  material, 
has  concluded  that  §  121.1030  should  be 
amended  to  provide  for  the  use  of 
polysorbate  60  (polyoxyethylene  (20) 
sorbitan  monostearate)  as  a  foaming 
agent  in  mixes  to  be  used  with  alcoholic 
beverages.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409(c)(1),  72 
Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(c)(1)),  and 


under  the  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR 
2.90;  29  FH.  471),  9  121.1030(c)  is 
amended  by  adding  hereto  a  new  sub- 
paragraph  (10),  reading  as  follows: 

§  121.1030  Polysorbate  60  (polyoxy¬ 
ethylene  (20)  sorbitan  monostea¬ 
rate). 

***** 

(c)  •  •  * 

(10)  As  a  foaming  agent  in  nonalco¬ 
holic  mixes,  to  be  added  to  alcoholic 
beverages  in  the  preparation  of  mixed 
alcoholic  drinks,  at  a  level  not  to  exceed 
4.5  percent  by  weight  of  the  nonalco¬ 
holic  mix. 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  written  objections 
thereto.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  order  and  specify  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  grounds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof.  All  documents 
shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(c)(1)) 

Dated:  October  8, 1964. 

WiNTON  B.  Rankin, 
Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Planning. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10448;  PUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.i 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIDR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  3458] 
[Fairbanks  031321] 

ALASKA 

Establishing  Power  Site  Classification 

No.  450 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  the  Act  of  March  3, 1879  (20  Stat.  394; 
43  U.S.C.  31),  the  following-described 
public  lands  are  hereby  classified  as 
power  sites,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights: 
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FAlBWUnES  llBIMAMr  ^ 

HSNAM*  Bnrm  AasA 

T.  18  R.  3 

See.  19.  lfW%N*%.  8V4ine%,  8Ri4NW%. 
EHSW^.  8B)4,  SW%IfW)4,  NWV48W^. 
and8WV4BW%: 

See.  20.  N8^NW)4. S^  and  S^N^; 

See.  21.SVi: 

See.  22,  8^NS^.  SE^NW^,  MW^SE^. 

andSW^; 

See.  26,SW)4SWV4: 

See.  27,  WVi.  NW^SE^  and  S^SE^; 

See.  28. 29  and  30; 

Sec.  31,NEV4; 

Sec.  82.  ME%.  N^NW^.  N^SEV4  and 
SE%SEH; 

Sec.  83,  NV^.  SW^SW^  and  ME^SEV4; 

Sec.  84,  andN^S^:  - 

Sec.  35,  SE^SE^,  NVi  and  N^S^i; 

Sec.  36.  SV^NE^.  NW^  and  NWV4SW%. 

T  IT  S  R  4 

Sec.  31.  NW^SW^  and  SW^SW^; 

Sec.  82  8E)48W^  and  SE^; 

Sec.  33.  N^SW)4  and  NW)4SS^. 

T.  18  S.,  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  4.SV^8W%: 

Sec.  5,  NW^NE^,  NW^  and  SH; 

Sec.  6.  NW%NE%,  SViNEy*,  and 

SE%; 

Sec.  7.  NV4NE^  SE^NE)4,  NEV4NWV4.  and 
NW%NW%; 

Sec.  8,N^,N^8B^  andSE^SE^; 

Soc.  8* 

Sec'.  10.  SV4NEV4. NW^  and  S^; 

Sec.  ll.SW^; 

Sec.  13,  W%SW%  and  SE%SW14; 

Sec.  14; 

Sec.  16,  N%,  NE%SW%.  N^SE^,  and 
SE\iSE)^; 

Sec.  le.NV^NE^;  ' 

Sec.  23; 

Sec  24’ 

Sec.  25’, N^.  WV^SW^  and  SE^SW^; 

Sec.  26,  NV^NE^,  SEV4NEV4  and  EV^SE%; 
Sec.  35.NV&NEV4. 

T.  17  S..  R.  6  W., 

Sec.28.S^SW^; 

Sec.  29.S^SVi: 

Sec.  30,  SE%NW%.  SWi4,  SViSEi4.  and 
W^NWy*; 

Sec.  31. 82  and  33; 

Sec.  34,  and  S^SE^; 

Sec.36.SW^SW^  andSEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  36.  SV4SVi  and  NE^SE^. 

T.  18  S,.  R.  6  W., 

Sec.  1; 

Sec.  2.  SE^SWVi,  SyaSE^,  N%.  and 

N%s%; 

Sec.  3,  SEV4SW^.  SWV4SE^.  N^,  and 

jI^SV^; 

Sec.  4,  NE%,  NV4NW%.  SE%NW%,  and 
NEV4SE%; 

Sec.  6,NW%NWV4; 

Sec.  6.  SE^NE^,  NV4NV^  and  SW^NW%; 
Sec.  12.NEV4NEVi. 

T.  17  S.,  R.  6  W., 

Sec.  23,  EV^NE%; 

Sec.  24.  WVi  and  SWi4SE^; 

Sec.  25.  NW^NW^.EV^  and  EV^W^^; 

Sec.  35,  S V^NE^  and  SE^ ; 

Sec.  36. 

T.  18  S..R.6  W., 

Sec.  l.NVi; 

Sec.  2,  NV^NE^  and  SE^NE'^. 

The  areas  aggregate  approximately 
21,085  acres. 

This  classification  shall  have  full  force 
and  effect  under  the  provisions  of  section 
24  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  of  June  10, 
1920  (41  Stat.  1075;  16  U.S.C.  818),  as 
amended. 

John  A.  Carver,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

October  7, 1964. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-10433;  Filed,  Oct.  IS,  1964; 
8:47  a.m.] 


Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communkations 
Commission 

(Dotdcet  No.  14185;  FOC  64-919] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

FM  Broadcast  Rules;  Fourth  Report 
and  Order 

1.  The  Commission  has  under  consid¬ 
eration  its  third  further  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  (FCX7  64-70)  issued  in 
this  proceeding  on  February  3,  1964,  and 
the  comments,  data,  and  reply  comments 
filed  in  response  thereto.  The  purpose 
of  this  notice  was  to  set  forth  proposed 
rules  concerning  increased  facilities  for 
existing  FM  short-spaced  stations  and  to 
propose  specific  Table  of  Assignments  for 
Alaska,  Hawaii.  Puerto  Rico,  and  the  ter¬ 
ritories.  The  final  notice  of  proposed 
rule  Tnft.iring  on  the  remaining  matter  to 
be  concluded  in  this  overall  FM  proceed¬ 
ing,  rules  governing  the  educational 
channels,  will  be  issued  in  the  near  fu¬ 
ture. 

2.  The  time  for  filing  comments  was 
specified  as  March  27, 1964  and  for  reply 
comments  as  April  10. 1964.  In  an  order 
issued  on  March  25.  1964  (FCC  64-240) , 
these  dates  were  extended  to  May  11, 
1964,  and  May  26.  1964,  respectively.  In 
addition,  this  order  included  a  request  for 
comments  on  a  pr(^>osal  advanced  by  the 
engineering  firm  of  Kear  and  Kennedy 
concerning  provision  for  site  changes  for 
existing  short-spaced  stations,  and  for 
the  use  of  high  antenna  heights.  Com¬ 
ments  were  filed  on  behalf  of  about  90 
existing  FM  stations  and  a  number  of  or¬ 
ganizations  and  networks.  Careful  con¬ 
sideration  has  been  given  to  all  the  com¬ 
ments  and  data  submitted  by  all  inter¬ 
ested  parties.  Many  comments  included 
engineering  showings  which  were  partic¬ 
ularly  helpful. 

Hawaii,  Alaska,  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Territories.  3.  Appendix  A  to  the  third 
further  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
contained  propos^  Tables  of  Assign¬ 
ments  for  Hawsdi,  Alaska,  Puerto  Rico, 
and  the  territories.  It  was  proposed  to 
consider  Hawaii,  Alaska,  and  Guam  in 
Zone  n  and  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Islands  in  2jone  I.  No  oppositions  were 
filed  to  the  proposals  for  Hawaii,  Alaska, 
and  Guam  and  these  will  be  finalized. 
Comments  were  filed  in  support  of  the 
proposed  assignments  in  Arecibo,  Ponce, 
and  Fajardo  in  Puerto  Rico.  All  exist¬ 
ing  stations  in  Puerto  Rico  which  com¬ 
mented  supported  the  assignments  of 
their  channels  and  stated  that  any  mod¬ 
ification  of  the  outstanding  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  the  stations  would  require  a 
hearing  in  light  of  the  requirements  of 
section  316  of  the  Communications  Act. 

4.  American  Colonial  Broadcasting 
Corp.,  an  applicant  for  a  new  FM  sta¬ 
tion  in  San  Juan,  proposes  a  completely 
different  allocation  table  for  Puerto  Rico 
and  the  Virgin  Islands,  which  in  part 
proposes  11  assignments  for  San  Juan. 
American  urges  that  virtually  the  en¬ 
tire  area  of  Puerto  Rico  is  enclosed 
within  a  25-mile  area  from  the  four 
cities  of  San  Juan,  Ponce,  Mayaguez, 


and  Arecibo  and  that  the  assignment  of 
11  channels  to  San  Juan,  with  a  popula¬ 
tion  of  542,156,  is  a  fair  distrfimtion  of 
available  facilities  since  It  represents 
about  one-half  the  population  of  Puerto 
Rico  and  would  receive  one-half  of  the 
assignmoits  to  the  other  cities.  The 
plan  which  American  pre^xwes  contains 
5  assignments  more  than  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  plan.  It  contains  5  additional  as¬ 
signments  in  San  Juan  and  one  addi¬ 
tional  in  Arecibo  and  Ponce,  but  does  not 
provide  for  a  number  of  cities  in  the 
Commission's  table.  The  price  paid  for 
these  additional  assignments  is  in  our 
judgment  too  high.  This  is  so  because 
assignments  are  not  made  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  cities;  Caguas  (with  a  population  of 
32,000),  Coamo  (12,000),  Manati  (9,700) 
and  Humacao  (8,000).  hu  addition, 
Class  A  assignments  are  substituted  for 
Class  B  assignments  in  Fajardo  (pop. 
12.000) ,  Guayama  (19,000),  San  German 
(7,800)  and  Utuado  (9.900).  The  dif¬ 
ference  in  the  nmnber  of  possible  assign¬ 
ments  is  further  reduced  since  under  the 
Commission’s  plan  at  least  one  Class  A 
channel  can  be  added.  For  example,  in 
the  event  a  need  arises  for  an  assi^- 
ment  in  Vieques.  Channel  221A  may  be 
assigned  to  that  community.  Another 
drawback  to  the  table  proposed  by 
American  is  the  rather  close  spacings  in 
a  number  of  assignments  such  as  those 
of  Channels  236  and  266  to  Ponce,  which 
may  seriously  limit  the  availability  of 
good  antenna  sites. 

5.  Central  Broadcasting  Corporation, 
permittee  of  radio  Station  WUPR(AM) 
opposes  that'  portion  of  the  American 
pit^xxsal  insofar  as  it  would  substitute 
Channel  221 A  for  286  at  Utuado.  Cen¬ 
tral  urges  that  this  city  of  9,870  is  lo¬ 
cated  in  a  barrio  with  a  population  of  40,- 
449,  that  its  principal  industry  is  agri¬ 
culture.  thf  t  the  terrain  is  irregular,  that 
the  population  is  sparse  and  the  avail¬ 
able  revenues  are  small,  and  as  a  result 
there  is  a  need  for  a  Cfiass  B  assignment 
rather  than  a  limited-area  station  as 
proposed  by  American.  It  states  that  it 
plans  to  file  an  application  for  a  new  FM 
station  at  Utuado.  San  Juan  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Corp.,  and  Continental  Broadcasting 
Corp.,  both  prospective  applicants  for  a 
new  FM  station  In  San  Juan,  support 
the  American  allocation  plan  for  Puerto 
Rico,  especially  insofar  as  it  assigns  11 
channels  to  San  Juan,  for  the  reasons 
given  by  the  proponent  of  the  plan. 

6.  The  San  Juan  area  (including  Rio 
Piedras  and  Bayamon)  has  9  existing  FM 
stations.  The  American  proposal  would 
add  5  additional  assignments  to  this  city. 
We  are  of  the  view  that  disadvantages 
of  the  proposal  outweigh  the  advantages 
of  the  additional  assignments  in  San 
Juan  and  the  other  two  large  cities.  One 
of  the  chief  values  in  sui  assignment  table 
is  the  ability  to  reserve  assignments  for 
future  use  in  smaller  communities,  which 
may  not  be  ready  for  the  construction  of 
stations  but  which  may  well  ultimately 
need  them  for  local  expression,  and  to 
prevent  the  concentration  of  all  the 
available  facilities  in  the  larger  metro¬ 
politan  areas.  For  the  above  reasons  we 
are  not  adopting  the  American  propose. 

7.  'Ihis  party  also  suggests  that  the 
minimum  power  for  Class  B  stations  in 
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Puerto  Rico  be  lowered  from  5  kilowatts 
to  3  and  that  the  maximum  antenna 
hfiffht  be  raised  to  1,000  feet  rather  than 
SOO  feet.  It  argues  that  lowering  the 
power  minimiim  will  encourage  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  new  stations  and  that 
raising  the  antenna  ceiling  will  not  un- 
(jtuly  curtail  service  where  'sites  are  used 
at  elevations  in  the  order  of  1,000  feet 
and  more,  as  would  the  500-foot 
Umitation. 

8.  Radio  Americas  Corp.,  licensee  of 
Station  WORA-FM,  Mayaguez,  supports 
the  Zone  I  spacings  for  Puerto  Rico  but 
urges  that  Z(Hie  n  facilities  (100  kilo¬ 
watts  power  and  2,000  feet  antenna 
height)  be  authorized.*  Radio  Americas 
sutailts  a  study  the  Commission’s 
proposed  assdgnmoit  table  for  Puerto 
Rico  and  points  out  the  following:  that 
there  are  no  co-<^annel  or  first  adjacent 
channel  assignmmts  in  Puerto  Rico; 
that  the  only  first  adjacent  channel  sep¬ 
arations  between  Puerto  Rico  and  the 
Virgin  Islands  conform  to  the  Zone  n 
QNtcings;  that  9  of  the  22  second  adja¬ 
cent  channel  spacings  meet  the  Zone  n 
requirements  with  the  lowest  spacing  43 
miles;  and  that  6  of  the  10  third  adja¬ 
cent  channel  spacings  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Zone  n  with  the  lowest  being 
40  miles.  Illustrations  are  presented  to 
diow  the  effects  on  interference  for  twOv 
atations  40  miles  apart  with  Zone  n 
facilities  and  on.  both  second  and  third 
adjacent  channel  assignments.  In  the 
ease  of  the  stations  two  channels  re¬ 
moved  the  area  of  interference  occurs 
around  the  transmitter  site  and  rep- 
nseats  about  16  percent  of  the  area 
gained  by  the  first  station.  In  the  case 
of  the  stations  three  channels  removed 
the  area  of  interference  is  shown  to  be 
negligible  since  it  extends  oiUy  about  2 
mfles  around  the  site  of  the  interfering 
station. 

9.  We  are  aware  of  the  special  terrain 
situation  which  exists  in  Puerto  Rico, 
with  large  moimtains  running  through¬ 
out  the  central  portion  of  the  Island  and 
die  communities  located  at  low  levels 
mostly  along  the  periphery.  We  also 
ncognize  that  the  best  sites  for  many  of 
ttiese  cities  are  on  the  high  elevations 
i  inland.  However,  we  are  not  convinced 
that  this  island  should  be  considered 
Zone  n  for  the  purpose  of  permitt^  all 
stations  to  operate  with  the  higher 
powers  and  antenna  height,  especially 
since  we  are  retaining  the  2tone  I  spacings 
in  order  to  make  sufficient  facilities 
available.  At  the  present  time  oidy  one 
^  station  (that  of  Radio  Americas)  hsis 
mi  antenna  height  of  over  1,000  feet 
tiiove  average  terrain.  Of  the  11  pending 
&K>lications,  only  2  have  specified  an- 
{ewia  heights  over  1,000  feet.  Nonethe- 
in  order  to  encourage  the  use  of 
^table  high  antenna  sites  without  un- 
au^  restricting  the  authorized  power, 
^d  in  order  to  take  advantage  of  the 

comments  were  filed  on  May  14, 
three  days  after  the  specified  time  for 
filings.  Radio  Americas  stated  that 
®^to  an  inadvertence  they  were  not  sub- 
o**  May  11  even  though  they  had 
prepared  before  that  time,  and  requests 
they  be  considered.  These  comments 
^J^wpted  and  uw  being  considered 


favorable  assignmoit  situation  on  the 
island,  we  believe  we  would  be  Justified 
in  maJcing  an  exception. to  the  power 
reduction  necessary  for  antenna  heights 
above  500  feet  in  2ione  I.  We  will  there¬ 
fore  permit  a  power  of  25  kilowatts  (14 
dbk)  for  antenna  heights  up  to  2,000  feet 
above  average  terrain  and  the  equivalent 
of  these  facilities  (as  determined  by  ttie 
same  distance  to  the  1  mv/m  contour) 
for  heights  above  2,000  feet.*  We  do  not 
believe  that  the  minimum  power  require¬ 
ment  diould  be  lowered  from  5  kw  to  3 
kw.  This  difference  should  not  repre¬ 
sent  a  hardship  for  applicants  in  view  of 
the  small  difference  it  represents. 

10.  V.  I.  Industries,  Inc.,  licensee  of 
Radio  Station  WSTA,  St.  Thomas,  sup¬ 
ports  the  proposal  to  establish  a  Table 
of  Assignments  for  the  'Virgin  Islands 
and  states  that  it  will  file  for  an  FM  sta¬ 
tion  on  channel  250  if  it  is  adopted.  V.  I. 
Industries  contends  that  three  channels 
are  not  warranted  for  Charlotte  Aihalie. 
which  has  a  population  of  less  than 
18,000;  nor  is  a  total  of  6  channels  war¬ 
ranted  for  the  Virgin  Islands,  which  has 
a  population  of  about  40,000  persons.* 
It  therefore  recommends  that  a  total  of 
4  assignments  be  made  to  the  Virgin 
Islands.  Two  parties  point  out  that  two 
of  the  Virgin  Island  assignments  are  on 
Class  A  channels.  We  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  need  to  mix  the  assignments 
here.  In  view  of  the  showing  made  by 
V.  I.  Industries  we  are  assigning  4  chan¬ 
nels  to  the  islands,  two  each  at  Charlotte 
Amalie  and  Chrlstiansted. 

11.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  we  are 
adopting  the  tables  for  Aladca,  Hawaii, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  Guam  as  outlined  be¬ 
low.*  The  other  required  changes  in  the 
rules,  such  as  the  Zone  designation,  also 
appear  in  the  Appendix. 

Existing  short  spaced  stations.  12. 
'With  respect  to  existing  FM  short-spaced 
stations  (authorized  prior  to  August  1, 
1962)  and  in  recognition  of  the  needs  for 
increased  facilities  for  such  stations, 
especially  those  which  are  moderately 
short-spaced  and  those  'vdiich  could  have 
increased  their  facflities  under  the  old 
rules,  the  Commission  invited  comments 
on  alternative  methods  to  obtain  these 
ends.  It  was  stated  that  it  could  adopt 
some  variation  of  one  of  the  plans  dis¬ 
cussed  'Without  further  notice  of  rule 
making.  It  also  discussed  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  eliminating  or  Improving  short 
spacings  by  means  of  channel  shifts  or 
site  changes. 

13.  The  great  majority  of  the  com¬ 
ments  favored  one  or  the  other  principal 
methods  for  authorizing  increased  fa¬ 
cilities  for  existing  short-spaced  stations. 
Some  recommended  variations  or  modi¬ 
fications  of  these  plans.  While  parties 
were  divided  as  to  which  alternative  (or 
modified  alternatives)  should  be  adopted 
by  the  Commission,  with  very  few  ex¬ 
ceptions  they  were  all  in  agre^ent  that 
some  relief  from  the  present  rule  which 

*  According  to  the  'D’jS.  1960  Census  the 
population  of  Charlotte  Amalie  Is  12,880  and 
that  of  the  ITlrgin  Islands  is  82,099. 

*  In  Zone  I  a  station  would  be  authorised 
1.6  kw  for  an  antenna  height  of  2,000  feet. 

«  Channels  281  and  286  have  been  switched 
between  Ponce  and  Utuado  to  avoid  an-  LP. 
difference  problem  in  Ponce. 


V 

’’freezes”  an  A<ui;-spaced  stations  to  the 
equivalent  of  their  existing  facilities, 
should  be  granted  by  the  Commission. 
The  National  Association  of  FM  Broad¬ 
casters  concludes  that  at  the  present  time 
there  is  not  enough  information  avail¬ 
able  to  determine  which  of  the  Ccunmis- 
sion’s  alternative  solutions,  if  any,  is 
best  designed  to  accomplish  the  desired 
goal.  They  urge  the  establishment  of 
an  Industry  Committee  to  work  with 
the  (Commission  in  gathering  data  and 
in  recommending  a  particular  course. 
We  do  not  believe  that  delaying  a  deci¬ 
sion  in  this  matter  or  establishing  a 
committee  as  proposed  would  serve  any 
useful  purpose.  National  Broculcasting 
(Company  submits  that  a  further  notice 
should  be  issued  because  the  notice  ’’does 
not  provide  a  concrete  basis  for  mean¬ 
ingful  study  because  of  the  undesignated 
possible  channel  shifts;  allocation  of  new 
stations,  if  any;  possible  power  increases 
on  a  case-by-case  basis;  and  possible 
variations  of  the  plan  presmited  in  the 
notice,  which  the  Commissicm  Indicates 
it  may  adopt  without  further  notice  of 
rule  making.”  It  urges  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  issue  a  further  notice  with  spe¬ 
cific  proposals  which  ’’lend  themselves  to 
significant  evaluation.”  We  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  the  NBC  suggestion  is  feasible.  It  is 
not  possible  to  submit  the  type  of  de¬ 
tailed  information  it  seeks  since  this 
would  depend  on  the  applications  and 
requests  ffied  by  licensees  after  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  a  set  of  rules.  As  to  the  alterna¬ 
tives  presented  by  the  Commission  and 
the  variations  discussed,  we  are  of  the 
view  that  they  do  form  a  basis  for  sig¬ 
nificant  evaluation,  as  has  been  done  by 
many  other  parties.  The  variations  of 
the  iMincipal  alternatives  were  described 
in  sufficient  detail  to  indicate  their  ef¬ 
fects.  Thus,  the  Cmnmissimi  in  the 
notice  stated  in  connection  with  the 
horizontal  increase  alternative,  “This 
could  Include  spacings  b^ow  which  no 
increases  would  be  permitted  or  horizon¬ 
tal  increases  to  values  below  the  pres¬ 
ent  maxlmums”.  We  therefore  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  any  necessity  for  a 
further  notice  of  proposed  rule  making. 

Alternative  One — General  horizontal 
increase.  14.  The  first  idtematlve  ad¬ 
vanced  by  the  Commission  was  one  which 
would  permit  all  short-spaced  stations 
to  increase  facilities  up  to  the  maximums 
authorized  in  the  rules  for  the  class  of 
station  and  the  zone  involved,  without 
regard  td  claims  of  Interference  by  any 
existing  station.  It  was  pointed  out  that 
three  major  benefits  would  fiow  from  this 
approach:  That  there  ultimately  would 
result  a  high  degree  of  competitive  equal¬ 
ity  among  stations  of  the  same  class, 
that  on  an  overall  basis,  more  people 
would  gain  new  or  improv^  sendee  than 
under  any  plan,  and  that  this  plan  would 
be  the  lea^  burdensome  both  for  the 
Commission  and  the  applicants  seeking 
Improved  facilities  for  their  stations, 
'The  disadvantages  recognized  in  such  a 
plan  were  that  a  hardship  would  result 
to  licensees  who  cannot  afford  to  Increase 
facilities  at  ^e  time  one  or  more  sta¬ 
tions  to  which  there  is  a  short  spacing  file 
for  such  increases,  that  stations  having 
the  greatest  facilities  prior  to  a  hori¬ 
zontal  increase  may  lose  ’’interference- 
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free"  service  areas  in  the  direction  of  showed  that  interference  could  occur 
others  which  previously  had  very  limited  within  theexistii^  1  mv/m  contour.  For 
facilities,  and  that  Class  A  statl(ms  may  example,  WTAI>-FM  in  Zone  I  (Quincy, 
lose  substantial  service  areas  from  the  m.)  has  facilities  slightly  above  the  max- 
increases  in  Class  B  or  C  staticms,  par-  imum  for  Zone  I  and  so  cannot  get 
tlcularly  whoi  these  latter  stations  op-  greater  facilities.  This  station  showed 
erated  previously  with  limited  facilities,  that  in  the  event  another  station  in  Zone 
15.  A  large  number  of  parties  sup-  n  were  to  go  to  the  maximum  facilities 
ported  the  horizontal  increase  plan.  In  for  that  Zone  there  would  be  an  invasion 
most  cases  engineering  showings  were  of  its  existing  1  mv/m  contour.  It  urged 
submitted  which  revealed  that  the  plan  therefore  that  a  Class  C  station  should  be 
would  result  in  greatly  increased  service  restricted  to  facilities  no  greater  than 
areas  for  all  the  stations  Involved  with  permitted  by  alternative  n  in  the  direc- 
llttie  or  no  interference  caused.  In  those  Uon  of  a  Class  B  station.  Several  par- 
cases  where  increased  interference  was  ties  urged  that  if  the  horizontal  plan  is 
caused  it  was  greatly  outweighed  by  the  adopted  it  should  be  modified  to  permit 
Increased  coverage  and  the  Improved  only  proportionate  increases,  i.e.,  by  the 
service  within  the  former  service  range,  same  ratio.  Columbia  Broadcasting  Sys- 
due  to  the  greater  signal  strength  avail-  tern  suggested  that  no  applications  for 
able  from  the  greater  power  and  antenna  increases  be  accepted  for  a  period  of 
heights.  Some  argued  that  this  method  three  years  except  those  in  which  the 
was  the  least  restrictive  and  therefore  stations  concerned  have  reached  an 
should  be  adopted.  Others  gave  evi-  agreement.  It  was  urged  that  after  that 
dence  of  the  advantages  listed  by  the  period  applications  should  be  accepted 
Commission  for  this  method.  Smnecon-  in  which  the  Increase  of  power  at  the 
ceded  that  there  may  be  cases  where  actual  antenna  height  is  no  more  than 
some  interference  would  result  within  3  times  for  a  Class  A  station  or  2^  times 
the  1  mv/m  contour  of  other  stations,  for  a  Class  B  station.  These  multipliers 
but  urged  that  since  the  across- the-  are  proportionate  to  the  increase  in  max- 
board  plan  treats  all  the  same  way  and  imum  power  for  the  classes  of  stations 
has  other  advantages,  there  is  no  reason  imder  the  new  rules  as  against  the  ol(^ 
to  return  to  the  “protected  contour”  con-  rules.  ^ 

cept.  A  group  of  parties  supported  this  17.  Some  stations  were  concerned  with 
alternative  but  urged  that  increases  be  the  situation  where  Class  A  stations  were 
permitted  up  to  the  maximums  only  pro-  already  within  the  1  mv/m  contours  of 
vlded  that  mutual  interference  would  not  other  stations,  generally  those  on  chan- 
occur  within  the  64  dbu  contour.  They  nels  two  or  three  channels  removed, 
recommended  that  the  power  or  height  They  argued  that  this  plan  would  only 
be  limited  to  prevent  this  interference  aggravate  the  existing  interference  situ- 
imless  the  stations  involved  agree  to  ation.  Another  disadvantage  for  Al- 
accept  such  interference.  The  signifi-  ternative  I  is  that  it  does  not  accommo- 
cance  of  the  64  dbu  is  as  follows.  Under  date  changes  in  site  location, 
the  old  maxlmtimii  for  former  Area  I  (20  Simultaneous  increases  bv  mutual 
kw  and  500  feet)  the  protected  contour  agreement.  18.  The  notice  proposed  as 
of  1  mv/m  (60  dbu)  extends  28  miles,  an  alternative  to  the  horizontal  increase 
Under  the  new  maximums  for  Zone  I  (50  plan  one  which  would  permit  simul- 
kw  and  500  feet)  at  this  same  distance  taneous  increases  of  facilities  by  linked 
the  predicted  contour  would  be  64  dbu.  groups  of  short-spaced  stations  by  mu- 
Thus,  no  interference  would  occur  within  tual  agreement  among  the  affected  sta- 
the  old  1  mv/m  contour  (60  dbu)  or  the  tions.  The  notice  recognized  that  this 
new  64  dbu  contoiu:  if  the  proposal  were  plan  would  have  limited  utility  because 
to  be  adopted.  In  all  the  engineering  of  the  need  for  resMihlng  agreement 
examples  given  by  these  parties  there  among  the  stations  and  the  existence  of 
was  no  Interference  to  the  old  60  dbu  rather  long  chains  of  stations.  An¬ 
il  mv/m)  with  a  few  minor  exceptions,  other  difficulty  pointed  out  was  the  cases 
A.  Earl  Cullum,  Jr.,  one  of  the  propo-  where  different  classes  of  stations  are  in- 
nents  of  this  amended  horizontal  plan,  volved  or  where  there  is  a  great  disparity 
made  a  showing  involving  the  short  between  the  existing  facilities  of  stations, 
spacings  of  6  etisting  stations.  In  only  Most  of  the  comments  were  opposed  to 
3  of  14  short  spacings  would  there  be  an  this  plan.  The  parties  argued  that  any 
invasion  of  the  new  64  dbu  contour  if  all  one  station  in  a  chain  could  hold  up  all 
the  stations  were  to  go  to  the  maximums  the  others  involved;  that  very  often  this 
permitted  in  the  rules.  It  was  somewhat  would  be  done  puiiK>sely  since,  as  one 
worse  in  the  two  examples  given  for  party  put  it,  stations  are  “competitive 
Zone  n.  and  intrinsically  unable  to  sacrifice  their 

16.  A  number  of  disadvantages  were  individual  self  interest".  Others  as- 
pointed  out  concerning  Alternative  I.  serted  that  experience  with  the  standard 
Some  parties  stated  that  under  the  old  broadcast  Class  IHA  and  Class  IV  power 
rules  parties  selected  facilities  which  increases  indicates  that  reliance  on  this 
were  related  to  the  economics  and  gen-  plan  is  impractical.  Several  parties 
eral  needs  of  the  areas,  and  as  a  result  pointed  out  that  typical  chains  in  Zones 
of  the  (Uspn^Mitionate  nature  .of  the  I  and  n  included  about  24  staticms. 
power  increases  which  could  result  from  These  chains  did,  however,  break  up  into 
this  plan  many  highly  urbanized  areas  smaller  ones  of  7  in  a  group  and  less,  in 
would  suffer  loss  of  service.  Some  urged  the  evait  the  shortages  on  the  second 
that  stations  which  came  into  being  at  a  and  third  adjacent  channels  are  ignored 
late  date  accepted  less  than  maximum  as  proposed  by  a  large  number  of  parties, 
facilities  in  order  to  prevent  or  minimize  19.  The  comments  submitted  on  this 
interference,  and  that  this  plan  would  alternative  plan  convince  us  that  we 
be  unfair  to  the  former  stations.  Some  should  not  adopt  it  as  the  sole  mean*  for 


permitting  existing  ^ort-spaced  stations 
to  improve  their  facilities.  We  will  con¬ 
sider,  however,  any  such  requests  on  the 
basis  of  the  showing  made  by  the  parties 
as  to  how  the  public  interest  would  be 
served  thereby. 

Alternative  Two — Protection  of  a  spec¬ 
ified  contour.'  20.  Alternative  Two  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  notice  was  a  method  which 
would  require  no  agreement  among  sta¬ 
tions  and  which  would  permit  increases 
in  facilities  very  nearly  like  those  which 
would  have  been  allowed  under  the  old 
“protection  method”.  The  two  differ¬ 
ences  are  that  the  station  with  the 
greater  facilities  had  to  assume  the  other 
station  had  facilities  equal  to  its  own,  in 
order  to  affect  a  more  equal  set  of  facili¬ 
ties.  The  second  difference  was  that  the 
powers  and  antenna  heights  were  to  be 
obtained  from  various  tables  rather  than 
from  propagation  curves. 

21.  A  number  of  parties  preferred  this 
alternative  over  that  of  the  horizontal 
increase.  They  submitted  that  this  plan 
would  provide  adequate  increases  while 
at  the  same  time  assuring  that  no  ad¬ 
verse  effects  are  caused  to  any  stations 
which  cannot  for  economic  or  other  rea¬ 
sons  increase  their  facilities.  They  con- 

.  tended  that  this  plan  recognizes  all  the 
matters  which  affect  transmission  such 
as  terrain,  power,  and  antenna  systems. 
Finally,  they  urged  that  this  method 
would  permit  stations  latitude  in  making 
changes  in  station  sites  as  a  result  of 
changes  in  zoning,  nearby  construction 
etc.  In  ^me  of  the  showings  submitted 
in  support  of  this  proposal,  it  is  shown 
that  the  maximum  facilities  for  the  Class 
of  stations  can  be  obtained  under  this 
plan  as  well  as  under  alternative  one, 
and  therefore  some  of  the  parties  sup¬ 
ported  both  alternatives.  A  number  of 
parties,  while  supporting  this  plan,  also 
requested  that  it  l^e  modified  in  some  re¬ 
spects  in  the  event  it  is  adopted  by  the 
Commission.  For  example,  some  urged 
that  the  antenna  height  to  be  used  should 
not  be  that  of  tiie  average  above  terrain 
but  that  it  should  be  for  the  particular 
directions  Involved.  Others  urged  that 
we  should  disregard  the  second  and  third 
adjacent  channel  q;>acings.  More  will  be 
said  about  this  later. 

22.  There  were  a  number  of  objections 
to  this  second  alternative  and  ^veral 
problems  raised  in  connection  with  its 
operation.  Some  pointed  out  that  there 
is  a  distinct  advantage  to  the  party  wluch 
files  first.  Kear  and  Kennedy  submit  a 
theoretical  arrangement  of  stations  at 
typical  ^ort  spacings  and  show  that  in 
Zone  I  there  could  be  a  difference  of  as 
much  as  3  db  (ratio  of  twice  in  power) 
depending  on  the  order  of  filing.  An 
example  in  Zone  n  reveals  that  there 
could  be  a  difference  of  about  5  db  (3.16 
to  one  power  ratio)  in  the  power  author¬ 
ized  for  a  particular  station  depending 
ftgn.in  on  the  order  of  filing  for  the  theo¬ 
retical  case  depicted.  There  is  a  problem 
of  what  one  assumes  for  stations  which 
are  in  different  zones  or  where  one  sta¬ 
tion  is  a  Class  A  and  the  others  are  Class 
B  or  Class  C.  One  suggestion  made  wm 
that  the  smaller  station  be  ass\imed  to 
be  at  the  maximum  facilities  for  its  cl^ 
Another  suggestion  was  that  the  snaS"®* 
station  be  assumed  to  have  at  least  tne 
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minimum  facilities  lor  its  class.  Some 
parties  pointed  out  that  where  two  sta¬ 
tions  are  two  channels  removed  at  short 
QMcings,  many  times  the  first  one  can 
go  up  sometimes  to  the  maximum  and 
the  second  then  cannot  increase  at  all. 
The  same  thing  can  occur  in  the  case  of 
a  Class  B  or  C  station,  two  or  three 
channels  removed  from  a  Class  A  station, 
where  the  former  c^ten  can  increase  its 
facilities  while  the  latter  cannot.  There 
are  instances  where  two  stations  are  400 
kc/s  {4>art  and  neither  one  can  seek  an 
Increase  because  each  is  within  the  1 
mv/m  contour  of  the  other.  Another 
situation  exists  where  two  stations  which 
have  small  facilities — the  one  which  re¬ 
quests  an  increase  first  may  obtain  a 
large  facility  station,  while  the  second 
station  gets  a  disproportionately  small 
iiMsrease.  In  all  these  situations,  actual 
examples  are  given  which  are  not  just 
theoretical  considerations. 

23.  While  Kear  and  Etennedy  support 
alternative  one  and  oppose  the  adoption 
of  alternative  two,  they  suggest  a  varia¬ 
tion  of  this  latter  plan  in  the  form  of  a 
Table  which  indicates  the  power  and 
antenna  height  to  be  authorized  depend¬ 
ing  on  the  separation  between  the  sta¬ 
tions.  The  Tables  submitted  are  based 
upon  a  protected  contour  but  do  not  in¬ 
volve  the  power  of  the  short-spaced  sta¬ 
tions.  They  point  out  that  this  method 
is  a  separation  method,  protects  existing 
stations  by  mileage  rather  than  power, 
and  does  not  give  any  advantage  to  the 
party  filing  first.  The  general  purpose 
behind  the  method  is  very  similar  to  that 
vdiich  we  are  adopting  herein.  It  is  our 
view  that  the  method  adopted  is  more 
simple  and  so  is  to  be  preferred.  Some¬ 
what  similar  in  effect,  in  a  limited  con¬ 
text,  is  the  plan  pr<BX)sed  by  ESIis  F. 
Jones,  Jr.,  licensee  of  WFMG(FM), 
Gallatin,  Tennessee.  This,  party  pro¬ 
posed  an  expanded  Table  of  Separati<ms 
vhich  included  a  sub-maximum  Class  C 
station,  i.e.,  a  station  in  Zone  n  which 
would  be  authorized  the  facilities  of  a 
Class  B  station  if  it  met  the  spacing  of 
the  Class  B  station  and  not  those  of  the 
Class  C. 

Miscellaneous  comments.  24.  A  few 
parties  filed  comments  on  matters  not 
directly  before  us  in  this  proceeding. 
Por  example,  Williams  FM  Service, 
among  other  things,  suggested  that  when 
stations  presently  at  facilities  above 
those  authorized  for  their  class  are  trans¬ 
ferred,  their  facilities  ^ould  be  cut  back 
to  the  authorized  maximum.^-  Gerity 
Broadcasting  and  Pacifica  Foundation 
replied  that  this  matter  was  disposed  of 
to  an  earlier  phase  of  this  proceeding  and 
“tot  Williams  submitted  no  basis  for  re¬ 
opening  this  subject.  We  agree  with 
these  parties  that  this  matter  is  beyond 
me  scope  of  this  particular  proceeding. 
Ttos  is  also  true  of  suggestions  which 
have  been  filed  requesting  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  Class  B  channels  with  facilities 
maited  to  Class  A  facilities.  This  matter, 
too,  was  considered  and  denied  in  previ- 
^  phases  of  this  overall  proceeding.  A 
few  parties  suggested  that  proportional 
Power  increases  be  permitted  for  short- 
Vaced  stations  in  a  particular  chain 
with  mutual  consent  or  irrespec- 
“ve  of  such  consent.  No  mention  is  made 
No.  201 - 3 


of  how  site  changes  or  changes  in  an¬ 
tenna  height  are  to  be  handled.  These 
plans  have  some  substantial  problems 
and  defects  in  them.  Insofar  as  mutual 
consent  would  be  required,  the  drawbacks 
are  the  same  as  has  been  mentioned 
b^ore.  In  addition,  these  proposals 
would  still  leave  unsolved  the  matter  of 
location  of  site  and  antenna  height 
changes.  They  would  be  very  difficult  to 
administer  as  well.  For  these  reasons, 
the  proportional  power  suggestions  are 
denied. 

AdjopMon  of  an  oUemaiiDe.  25.  The 
selection  of  a  particular  method  for  per¬ 
mitting  existing  short-spaced  FM  sta¬ 
tions  to  increase  their  facilities  is  a  dif¬ 
ficult  one,  as  evidenced  by  the  almost 
even  division  of  opinion  among  the  par¬ 
ties  filing  comments  and  data.  On  an 
overall  basis  there  is  not  very  much  dif¬ 
ference  in  the  total  service  which  re¬ 
sults  from  the  horizontal  increase,  the 
protected  contour,  or  the  Kear  and  Ken¬ 
nedy  modified  protected  contour  plans. 
This  can  be  seen  from  Figiires  10  through 
13  and  Figures  16  through  19  in  the  Kear 
and  Kennedy  comments.  The  principal 
difficulty  with  Alternative  One,  as  may 
also  be  seen  in  these  same  figures  and  the 
showings  of  other  parties,  is  the  interfer¬ 
ence  which  can  result  to  stations  within 
their  present  1  mv/m  contour.  While 
as  mentioned,  numerous  parties  showed 
tiiat  in  their  own  situation  little  inter¬ 
ference  would  resffit,  it  is  also  apparent 
that  the  additional  interference  could 
result  in  the  loss  of  existing  service  and 
the  displacement  of  listening  habits  in 
many  communities.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  second  alternative  proposal  also  has 
its  drawbacks.  A  number  of  these  have 
been  enumerated  above.  From  the  point 
of  view  of  processing  by  the  Commission 
and  filing  applications  by  the  stations, 
this  method  could  be  cumbersome,  espe¬ 
cially  where  a  large  number  of  stations 
file  at  the  same  time  (a  very  likely  pos¬ 
sibility  since  stations  have  been  frozen 
at  their  present  facilities  since  August 
1962)  or  where  parties  file  on  the  basis 
of  other  stations’  existing  facilities  only 
to  find  these  stations  have  been  granted 
changes  in  the  meantime.  The  often 
large  differences  in  authorized  facilities, 
depending  on  the  order  of  filing,  also 
disturbs  us.  While  there  is  no  ideal  so¬ 
lution  to  this  problem  we  believe  a  meth¬ 
od  which  is  simple,  would  not  require 
prior  agreement  among  stations  affected, 
would  not  destroy  existing  service  (at 
least  within  the  1  mv/m  contour),  and 
would  permit  changes  in  station  location 
Is  to  be  the  preferred  method.  We  be¬ 
lieve  a  modification  of  the  horizontal 
method  could  obtain  the  desired  objec¬ 
tives.  Such  a  system  would  provide  for 
various  powers  and  antenna  heights  de¬ 
pending  on  the  spacings  between  the 
stations.  Such  a  plan  would  have  many 
of  the  advantages  of  the  standard  spac¬ 
ing  plan  and  allocation  table  adopted  for 
standard  spaced  stations  but  with  smaller 
and  potentially  equal  service  ranges  de¬ 
pending  on  the  spacings.  Before  dis¬ 
cussing  this  table  further  however,  we 
cover  two  Important  matters  first. 

Class  A  stations.  26.  A  number  of  par¬ 
ties  urged  that  short-spaced  CHass  A  sta¬ 
tions  be  permitted  to  go  to  the  maximum 


for  that  class  (3  kw  and  300  feet  antenna 
height)  regardless  of  what  is  permitted 
for  other  classes  of  stations.  In  a  se¬ 
ries  of  charts  for  what  is  believed  to  be 
the  wm^  cases  of  first,  second,  and  third 
adjacent  channel  spacings  between  a 
CHass  A  and  Cfiass  B  or  C  stations,  Kear 
and  Kennedy  show  that  the  impact  on 
the  interference  to  the  higher  powered 
station  is  very  small  while  the  Class  A 
station  inqjroves  its  service  throughout 
the  old  area  and  extends  in  service  range 
as  well.  In  the  case  of  a  second  channel 
separation  between  a  A  station 

and  a  Class  B  station  of  only  15  miles 
(Figure  3)  the  increase  in  the  radius  of 
interference  to  the  Class  B  station  is 
only  in  the  order  of  less  than  ^  mile 
with  both  stations  going  to  the  maxi¬ 
mum  facilities. 

27.  A  few  parties,  mostly  stations  \dth 
facilities  greater  than  presently  author¬ 
ized  for  the  standard  spaced  stations, 
objected  to  any  increase  for  these  Class 
A  stations.  One  party  argued  that  they 
should  not  have  been  granted  in  the  first 
plftce.  We  are,  however,  faced  with  an 
existing  situation  in  which  some  (Hass  A 
stations  need  additional  power  to  ade¬ 
quately  cover  the  community  intended 
to  be  served.  In  another  objection  to  in¬ 
creased  power  for  Class  A  stations  a 
showing  is  made  as  to  the  increased  in¬ 
terference  to  the  high-powered  CHass 
B  station.  This  increase  however  occurs 
in  an  additional  radius  of  about  0.7  of  a 
mile. 

28.  After  careful  consideration  of  all 
the  data  submitted  in  this  proceeding 
relative  to  shcrt-spaced  CHass  A  stations 
we  conclude  that  an  increase  up  to  the 
maximiim  for  this  Class  of  station  is 
warranted  and  would  serve  the  public 
interest.  We  will  therefore  permit  any 
short-spaced  Class  A  station  which  de¬ 
sires  to  increase  facilities  to  apply  for 
such  increases  up  to  3  kw  and  300  feet 
or  the  equivalent  of  this  combination, 
except  ink»far  as  co-channel  situations 
between  Class  A  stations  are  involved. 
(There  are  no  first  or  second  adjacent 
combinations  between  Class  A  stations 
possible  under  the  FM  channel  arrange¬ 
ment.) 

29.  Trans  America  Broadcasting  Corp., 
licensee  of  KTYM-FM,  Inglewood,  Calif., 
requests  permission  to  increase  its  power 
to  40  kilowatts.  It  urges  that  it  is  rnily 
23  miles  from  second  adjacent  channel 
stations  KBIG  and  KGLA,  both  on 
Motmt  Wilson,  Los  Angeles,  and  both 
with  power  and  antenna  height  greater 
than  the  maximum  now  provided  by  the 
rules.  It  argues  that  it  needs  this  power 
in  order  to  obtain  the  “equivalent  cover- 
a^’’  of  a  maximum  Class  A  station  in 
the  absence  of  interference.  It  avers 
that  it  does  not  serve  the  entire  com¬ 
munity  of  Inglewood  and  that  listeners 
have  r^wrted  difficulty  in  timing  to  the 
station  in  the  presence  of  the  strong  sig- 
nals  from  KBIG  and  KGLA.  KTYM- 
FM  presently  (H>emtes  with  390  watts 
and  an  antenna  height  above  average 
terrain  of  390  feet.  This  party  is,  in 
effect,  asking  us  to  make  a  special  case 
of  a  particular  Class  A  station  and  to 
permit  it  to  operate  with  40  kw  power 
or  almost  the  same  as  a  Class  B  facility, 
even  though  it  is  only  about  one  half 
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the  reqiilred  separation.  This  we  cannot 
do.  However,  we  are  of  the  view  that 
the  relief  offered  herein  to  short-vaced 
stations  will  help  this  station  in  improv¬ 
ing  its  signal  and  coverage  in  the  com¬ 
munity  of  Inglewood,  since  it  could  un¬ 
der  the  rules  increase  its  power  to  about 
1.6  kilowatts  instead  of  its  present  390 
watts. 

Second  and  third  adjacent  channel 
problem.  30.  There  are  a  number  of 
short-spaced  FM  stations  on  second  and 
third  adjacent  channels  (400  and  600 
kc/s  removed).  Most  of  those  on  sec¬ 
ond  adjacent  channels  are  Class  A’s  near 
large  metropolitan  areas  such  as  Los 
Angeles,  San  Francisco,  New  York,  Chi¬ 
cago  and  Philadelphia.  In  a  number  of 
these  instances  the  Class  B’s  are  “super- 
maximiun”,  with  the  Class  A  located 
within  the  1  mv/m  contour  of  the  large 
station.  The  Class  A  stations  could  in¬ 
crease  their  facilities  under  the  hori¬ 
zontal  increase  proposal  but  not  imder 
the  alternative  proposal  which  requires 
protection  of  the  Class  B  station’s  1 
mv/m  contour  (or  protection  of  a  serv¬ 
ice  radius  of  40  miles  when  the  1  mv/m 
contour  is  further  out  than  that) .  Un¬ 
der  the  former  plan  the  interference  to 
the  large  station  would  normally  in¬ 
crease  a  fraction  of  ,a  mile  aroiuid  the 
Class  A  transmitter.  There  are  also  a 
few  Class  B  and  Class  C  stations  removed 
by  two  channels  and  at  less  than  the  40 
or  65  miles  required.  All  of  these  could 
benefit  under  the  horizontal  proposal; 
some,  though  by  no  means  all,  could 
benefit  under  the  other  alternative. 
Most  of  the  stations  which  are  short¬ 
spaced  at  third  adjacent  channel  separa¬ 
tions  (600  kc/s)  are  near  large  cities  in 
the  crowded  sections  of  the  northeast; 
Washington-A  n  n  a  p  o  1  i  s,  Providence- 
Framlngham,  Baltimore-Havre  de  Grace, 
Hartford-Springfield.  A  few  exist  in 
Zone  n.  In  most  of  these  cases,  either 
proposal  would  be  of  benefit  to  the  sta¬ 
tions  involved  and  to  the  public. 

31.  With  very  few  exceptions,  all  the 
parties  recommend  that  short-i^acings 
on  second  and  third  adjacent  channels  be 
disregarded  in  any  proposal  which  is 
adopted.  It  was  pointed  out  that  this 
interference  is  usually  very  small,  occurs 
around  the  transmitter  si^e  of  the  sta¬ 
tion  causing  the  interference,  and  that 
in  any  event  the  small  amounts  of  inter¬ 
ference  caused  are  more  than  offset 
usually  by  the  advantages  of  power  in¬ 
creases  for  all  stations.  One  party 
likened  this  type  of  interference  to  a 
blanket  area  problem.  Kear  and  Ken¬ 
nedy  in  Figures  6  and  7  of  their  material 
depict  situations  between  Class  B  sta¬ 
tions  with  spacings  as  low  as  25  miles. 
These  figures  show  the  interference  area 
to  be  a  small  portion  of  the  entire  service 
area.  Earl  Cullum  in  reply  concedes 
that  the  area  of  interference  is  small. 
However,  he  points  out  that  in  the  case  of 
a  small  station  causing  interference  to 
a  large  station,  the  increase  in  such 
interference  may  mean  that  the  entire 
community  may  be  lost  to  the  larger  sta¬ 
tion.  This  is  an  important  factor  and 
has  led  us  to  require  that  stand{u*d 
spaced  stations  on  second  and  third  ad¬ 
jacent  chaimels  be  located  beyond  the 
expected  service  range  of  the  assigned 


stations  in  the  Table  of  Assignments. 
However,  the  situations  we  are  dealing 
with  here  are  existing  ones  in  which 
some  interference  already  exists.  And 
as  has  been  shown  further,  the  Increase 
in  interference  is  only  in  a  smcdl  ring 
around  the  station,  in  the  order  of  a  few 
miles  to  less  than  ^  mile  depending  on 
the  relative  facilities  of  the  stations  in¬ 
volved.  Another  great  difficulty  with 
taking  into  accoimt  such  assignments  is 
this:  in  the  event  a  station  is  encom¬ 
passed  by  the  1  mv/m  contour  of  another 
station  either  under  its  existing  or  ex¬ 
panded  facilities,  the  station  cannot  im¬ 
prove  its  facilities  in  any  direction,  and 
is  thus  frozen  at  its  present  facilities. 
In  the  case  of  co-chaxmel  and  first  ad¬ 
jacent  channel  separations  this  situation 
cannot  occur  and  a  station  can  usually 
obtain  an  increase  in  some  directions. 
Because  of  the  restrictions  which  would 
be  imposed,  the  usually  small  amount  of 
additional  interference  resulting,  and 
the  overall  benefits  to  be  obtained  on 
balance,  we  will  permit  stations  to  dis¬ 
regard  short-spaced  stations  on  second 
and  third  adjacent  channels  in  making 
requests  for  increased  facilities.  Several 
parties  proposed  that  we  disregard  sec¬ 
ond  and  third  channel  interference  ex¬ 
cept  when  the  two  stations  are  less  than 
15  miles  apart  or  unless  the  interference 
is  caused  within  a  station’s  principal  city 
limits.  There  are  very  few  cases  of  such 
low  spacings,  and  so  we  do  not  believe 
there  is  need  for  any  exceptions  to  the 
general  policy.  Furthermore,  the  inter¬ 
ference  usually  is  smaller  the  closer  the 
stations  are  together.  Paul  Godley 
Company  suggested  that  for  such  chan¬ 
nels,  we  protect  the  70  dbu  contour  by 
not  permitting  overlap  of  the  90  and  110 
dbu  contoiurs  with  the  70  dbu  contour  for 
second  and  third  adjacent  channels,  re¬ 
spectively.  We  do  not  believe  this  limi¬ 
tation  is  needed  for  the  same  reasons  we 
are  rejecting  the  mileage  limitation 
above. 

Plan  adopted.  31.  After  careful  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  the  comments  and  data 
submitted  by  all  parties  we  are  adopting 
a  plan  which  we  believe  has  facets  and 
advantages  of  both  the  horizontal 
increase  and  the  protected  contour  pro¬ 
posals.  It  does  not  depend  on  the  con¬ 
sent  of  any  other  station  so  that  any  sta¬ 
tion  may  apply  for  increased  facilities 
at  the  time  it  wishes.  It  affords  sta¬ 
tions  adequate  protection  of  their  serv¬ 
ice  to  the  public.  It  is  a  ”go-no  go”  sys¬ 
tem  so  that  it  is  not  burdensome  for 
either  the  licensees  or  the  Commission. 
It  provides  for  substantial  increases  for 
many  stations  and  would  permit  some 
improvement  for  most  stations.  The 
plan  does  not  create  any  advantages  for 
the  party  which  files  first.  This  plan 
would  spell  out  the  maximum  facilities 
which  every  station  which  is  now  short¬ 
spaced  could  apply  for,  depending  on  the 
spacings  it  has  with  respect  to ‘all  other 
stations  (and  irrespective  of  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  the  other  stations).  This  would 
be  done  in  accordance  with  the  Table  in 
§  73.213  below.  If  a  station  wishes  to 
operate  with  greater  ERP  than  that 
which  would  be  permitted  for  its  mileage 
bracket,  it  may  do  so  (up  to  the  maxi¬ 
mum  for  its  class)  by  directionalizing  so 


as  to  reduce  the  radiation  in  the  critical 
direction  to  that  which  would  be  per¬ 
mitted  under  the  table.  (Directional 
antennas  must  meet  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (d)  of  §  73.316,  and  increase  in 
radiation  away  from  the  critical  direction 
shall  not  exceed  2  db  per  10  degrees  of 
azimuth.  Where  a  directional  antenna 
is  used  radiiition  in  any  direction  shall 
not  exceed  the  maximum  ERP  for  the 
station’s  class.)  , 

32.  The  above  plan  has  all  the  ad¬ 
vantages  of  the  horizontal  increase  with¬ 
out  any  of  its  disadvantages.  It  also 
appears  to  be  preferable  to  any  other 
plans  advanced  previously.  For  one 
thing,  except  for  the  horizontal  increase 
plan  any  other  proposal  would  neces¬ 
sitate  more  extensive  use  of  directional 
antennas  to  protect  other  short-spaced 
stations,  unless  the  station  involved 
were  willing  to  use  in  all  directions  the 
limited  power  it  would  be  permitted  in 
the  critical  direction.  The  plan  we 
adopt,  by  permitting  substantial  in¬ 
creases  for  many  stations  without  direc- 
tionalization,  imposes  lesser  burdens  in 
this  respect  while  at  the  same  time  giv¬ 
ing  a  short-spaced  station  an  option  to 
obtain  greater  facilities  by  directional¬ 
izing  if  it  wishes  to  do  so.  The  plan  also 
permits  stations  to  move  their  sites 
provided  they  adjust  their  facilities  to 
meet  the  table.  Usually,  since  trans¬ 
mitter  moves  do  not  often  involve  great 
distances,  the  station  moving  will  remain 
in  the  same  mileage  bracket.  The  table 
also  provides  a  “fioor”  on  facilities  for 
stations,  regardless  of  spacing.  The 
plan  has  many  of  the  advantages  of  the 
Table  of  Assignments  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  spacing  rules  for  new  stations 
which  we  have  adopted. 

33.  A  study  was  made  of  all  the  spac¬ 
ing  problems  set  out  in  the  comments 
herein,  with  a  view  toward  determining 
whether  the  plan  would  be  of  help  to  the 
stations  and  to  the  public.  We  found 
that  in  almost  all  cases  stations  could 
get  appreciably  increased  facilities,  and 
in  many  cases  they  could  go  to  the  maxi¬ 
mum  for  their  class  (others  could  go  to 
the  maximum  except  in  one  direction). 
Our  study  revealed  very  few  cases  where 
the  plan  would  result  in  interference 
within  stations’  existing  1  mv/m  con- 
toms,  and,  while  doubtless  there  will  be 
some  such  cases,  it  {q)pears  that  they 
will  not  be  numerous.  It  is  true  that 
the  resulting  service  ranges  of  short¬ 
spaced  stations  will  be  less  than  those 
which  we  have  provided  for  new  sta¬ 
tions;  descending  in  order  with  the  re¬ 
duced  separations;  but  this  is  inevitable 
in  dealing  with  stations  assigned  under 
earlier  assignment  principles,  at  con¬ 
siderably  less  than  what  are  now  stand¬ 
ard  spacings.”  Considering  the  advan¬ 
tages  mentioned,  including  the  “go-no 
go”  character  of  the  plan  and  its  sim¬ 
plicity,  the  concomitant  advantage  to 


®  For  example,  a  Class  B  station  with  maxi¬ 
mum  facilities,  surrounded  by  other  co¬ 
channel  Class  B  stations  with  maximum  fa- 
cUities  at  standard  spacings,  would  have  a 
service  range  of  40  miles,  whereas  a  short- 
spaced  Class  B  station  surrounded  by  sta¬ 
tions  at  100  miles  (both  with  maximum 
facilities  permitted  under  the  Table)  would 
have  a  service  range  of  26  miles. 
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licensees  and  the  Commission  and  im¬ 
proved  service  to  the  public,  we  are  of 
the  view  that  it  clearly  is  in  the  public 
interest  and  should  be  adopted.' 

Moves  of  transmitter  sites,  34.  As 
mentioned,  the  plan  adopted  provides 
f(»:  moves  of  transmitter  sites  by  short- 
gpaced  stations,  provided  the  facilities 
are  adjusted  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  table.  Is  is  appropriate  to  spell 
out  in  more  detail  the  principles  which 
wiU  govern  transmitter-site  moves. 

(a)  No  new  short  spacing  may  be 
created  to  standard  spaced  assignments. 
While  we  have  taken  steps  herein  to  deal 
with  the  problems  of  short-spaced  sta¬ 
tions  assigned  imder  earlier  rules,  we  do 
not  conceive  it  to  be  appropriate,  in  gen¬ 
eral,  to  permit  any  new  short  spacings  to 
be  created  even  though  in  other  direc¬ 
tions  spacings  might  be  improved.  Any 
consideration  of  situations  where  a 
slight  new  short  spacing  would  materi¬ 
ally  improve  a  number  of  existing  short^ 
ages  must  be  on  a  case-by-case  basis  on 
requests  for  waiver.  The  prohibition  in 
this  connection  extends  to  creation  of 
new  second  and  third  adjacent  channel 
shortages.  While  we  have  concluded 
that  this  should  not  be  a  consideration 
in  situations  where  it  already  exists, 
there  is  no  reason  to  permit  such  inter¬ 
ference  where  it  did  not  exist  at  all 
within  the  station’s  normal  service 
range. 

(b)  Except  where  the  station  involved 
is  (or  would  be  after  the  move)  in  one 
of  the  low-mileage  brackets  of  the  Table 
(“less  than  40”,  “less  than  60”,  “less 
than  75”.  etc.),  a  move  may  be  made 
with  the  station’s  present  facilities  un¬ 
less  the  move  would  put  the  station  into 
a  lower  mileage  bracket.*  In  connection 
with  such  a  move,  the  station  may  re¬ 
quest  an  increase  in  facilities  up  to  the 
maximum  for  the  mileage  bracket. 

(c)  Where  a  move  would  shorten  an 
existing  substandard  separation  so  as  to 
put  the  station  in  a  lower  bracket,  the 
station  must  adjust  its  facilities  so  as  to 
meet  the  maximum  for  that  bracket.  If 
it  is  now  lower  than  the  new  maximum, 
it  may  request  an  increase  up  to  that 
figure.  Further  limitations  will  apply  in 
the  case  of  stations  in  the  low-mileage 
brackets,  as  mentioned  in  (d)  below. 

(d)  Where  a  station  is  (or  would  be 
after  the  move)  in  one  of  the  low-mileage 
tickets  of  the  Table,  it  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  a  move  which  shortens  the  sepa- 


‘As  mentioned,  in  general  it  may  be 
expected  that  transmitter  moves  will  not 
usually  be  of  any  great  distance,  and  there¬ 
fore  the  effect  thereof  on  other  short-spaced 
stations  will  be  small.  For  example,  in  the 
case  of  co-channel  Class  B  stations  about  120 
miles  apart,  a  decrease  of  10  miles  in  the 
•eparation  means  a  reduction  in  the  service 


^ge  of  the  affected  station  of  only  2  miles. 
Therefore  it  is  not  appropriate  to  impose  any 
over-all  reduction  from  present  facilities, 
^wever,  we  do  not  virlsh  to  encoxu^ge  site 
ranges  which  wlU  shorten  existing  sub- 
•tandard  spacings.  and  we  assume  such 
wlU  not  be  undertaken  except  for 
whstantlal  reasons.  As  mentioned  in  the 
|**t  below,  the  Commission  reserves  the 
^t  to  deny  any  such  application  if,  con- 
ooerlng  all  of  the  pertinent  factors  Includ- 
^  Increased  interference,  it  appears  that 
toWea  would  not  be  in  the  public 


ration  by  no  more  than  three  miles, 
without  restriction  on  its  facilities  other 
than  the  maximum  provided  for  these 
brackets  in  the  Table  (e.g.,  for  co-chan¬ 
nel  Class  B  stations  less  than  75  miles 
apart.  5  kilowatts  and  500  feet  effective 
antenna  height) .  If  the  move  is  greater 
than  this,  the  station  must  reduce  its 
facilities  to  a  level  which  will  be.  in  the 
pertinent  direction,  no  more  than  the 
equivalent  of  operation  from  the  for¬ 
mer  site  with  the  maximum  permitted 
facilities.  For  example,  a  Class  B  sta¬ 
tion  moving  closer  imder  these  circum¬ 
stances  would  have  its  1  mv/m  contour 
in  the  pertinent  direction  no  further  out 
than  it  would  operating  from  its  former 
site  with  5  kilowatts  and  500  feet.  The 
stations  falling  in  these  lower  brackets 
are  not  numerous,  and  it  is  in  these 
cases — where  extremely  short  separa¬ 
tions  are  involved — ^that  greater  restric¬ 
tions  are  necessary  in  order  to  avoid  sub¬ 
stantial  adverse  impact  on  other  stations. 

(e)  In  connection  with  any  applica¬ 
tion  for  change  in  transmitter  site  which 
would  increase  an  existing  short  separa¬ 
tion,  the  Commission  reserves  the  right 
to  deny  such  an  application  if,  consider¬ 
ing  all  pertinent  factors  including  effect 
on  other  stations,  it  appears  that  the 
public  interest  would  not  be  served 
thereby. 

Proposals  made  in  supplement  tv  third 
further  notice.  35.  In  the  order  extend¬ 
ing  time  for  filing  comments  and  supple¬ 
ment  to  third  further  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  issued  in  this  proceeding 
on  March  25,  1964  (FCC  64-240  there 
were  three  proposals  mode  on  which 
comments  were  invited.  First,  Kear  and 
Kennedy  had  proposed  a  riile  which 
would  have  permitted '  existing  short- 
spaced  stations  to  change  their  sites  in 
the  event  it  became  necessary  because  of 
zoning  or  other  requirements.  The  plan 
we  are  adopting  provides  the  conditions 
for  moves  and  so  we  need  not  discuss 
this  matter  further.  The  second  Kear 
and  Kennedy  proposal  was  to  permit 
stations  which  as  a  result  of  a  move 
wished  to  increase  their  antenna  height, 
to  utilize  powers  equal  to  the  minimum 
for  their  class  up  to  antenna  heights  of 
750  feet,  with  appropriate  reductions 
above  this  height.  The  Commission  in¬ 
vited  comments  on  alternative  to  this 
proposal  which  would  have  permitted  the 
use  of  minimum  powers  for  all  heights 
above  the  maximum  in  the  rules.  The 
purpose  of  the  two  latter  proposals  was 
to  encourage  stations  to  utilize  high  an¬ 
tenna  heights  to  improve  service.  Kear 
and  Kennedy  point  out,  and  rightly  so, 
that  if  the  minimum  power  is  permitted 
for  any  height,  stations  would  soon  have 
a  combination  of  power  and  height 
which  is  greater  than  those  for  a  stand¬ 
ard-spaced  station.  They  therefore 
recommend  that  if  consideration  is  given 
to  their  proposal  to  permit  minimum 
power  up  to  750  feet  or  above,  in  no  event 
would  the  power  be  permitted  to  exceed 
the  values  determined  from  Figure  3  of 
Section  73.333  of  the  rules.  Upon  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  comments  filed  and  the 
plan  which  we  are  adopting,  we  believe 
that  there  is  no  special  rule  needed  along 
the  lines  of  encouraging  high  antenna 
heights.  The  proposal  was  apparently 


prompted  by  the  availability  in  some 
areas  of  particularly  suitable  tall  sites 
such  as  the  Empire  State  Building  in 
New  York.  The  rules  we  are  adopting 
for  short-spaced  stations  do  permit  a 
combination  of  at  least  10  kw  and  500 
feet  for  the  bulk  of  the  short-spaced 
stations  now  existing.  This  is  roughly 
equivalent  of  the  5  kw  and  750  feet  com¬ 
bination  advocated  by  Kear  and  Ken¬ 
nedy.  In  the  event  some  situations  exist 
for  which  the  plan  would  permit  only 
5  kw  and  500  feet  or  the  equivalent,  these 
can  be  considered  on  an  individual  basis 
as  they  come  to  our  attention. 

luegal  considerations.  36.  For  reasons 
stated  at  length  above,  we  are  of  the  view 
that  the  opportunity  afforded  by  the  plan 
adopted  herein  for  increases  in  facilities 
and  overall  improvement  in  service  is 
clearly  in  the  public  interest,  and  that 
the  benefits  therefrom  outweigh  the  rel¬ 
atively  small  amounts  of  interference 
which  will  usually  result.  As  mentioned, 
it  appears  that  only  in  relatively  few 
cases  would  interference  be  caused  with¬ 
in  an  existing  station’s  1  mv/m  contour. 
In  the  third  further  notice  we  tentatively 
discussed  the  rights  of  FM  licensees  to 
object  to  applications  for  increased  fa¬ 
cilities  by  short-spaced  stations  on  the 
grounds  that  such  proposals  would  cause 
interference  within  their  1  mv/m  con¬ 
tours.  (See  FN  5,  Third  Further  Notice. ) 
On  refiection,  we  have  decided  not  to 
attempt  to  resolve  the  rights  of  such 
objectors  at  this  time.  They  instead 
will  be  resolved  if  presented  in  a  specific 
case.  ' 

Deletion  of  assignment  where  con¬ 
struction  permit  or  license  is  surren¬ 
dered.  37.  In  the  further  notice  of  prrfr 
posed  rule  making  issued  August  1,  1962 
(PCC  62-867)  the  Commission  said  with 
respect  to  short-spaced  stations  which  • 
turn  in  their  licenses  or  construction 
permits:  . 

We. propose  to  adopt  a  rule  to  the  effect 
that,  when  a  construction  permit  or  license 
for  a  station  on  the  80  commercial  FM  chan¬ 
nels  is  voluntarily  relinquished  by  the  holder 
thereof,  or  is  vacated  by  final  Commission 
action  in  a  renewal  or  revocation  proceeding, 
the  channel  specified  in  the  permit  or  license 
will  automatically  cease  to  be  assigned  to 
the  community  specified  in  the  table,  and 
the  Commission  will  give  notice  of  that  fact 
and  will  issue  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  looking  toward  determination  of  whether 
the  channel  should  remain  assigned  to  that 
community  or  should  be  assigned  elsewhere. 

The  above  statement  of  policy  does  not 
distinguish  between  stations  which  meet 
the  standard  spacings  adopted  in  1962, 
and  those  which  are  short-spaced.  In 
any  event,  no  final  rule  was  adopted  in 
this  connection.  Nor  do  we  believe  that 
a  rule  would  be  particularly  useful.  The 
action  we  take  in  any  situation  should 
depend  upon  the  number  of  assignments 
in  the  area,  the  need  for  assignments 
elsewhere,  the  shortages  Involved  and 
other  considerations.  It  therefore  ap¬ 
pears  appropriate  to  treat  these  cases  as 
they  come  up.  The  plan  we  are  adopt¬ 
ing  would  permit  such  an  assignment  to 
remain  in  a  community  where  it  is 
needed  and  would  spell  out  the  permis¬ 
sible  facilities,  in  the  event  another  party 
receives  a  grant  on  the  assignment  in 
question. 
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38.  We  wish  to  emphasize  that  we  are 
not  in  any  way  departing  from  the  as¬ 
signment  principles  previously  adopted 
in  connection  with  the  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments  nor  will  we  entertain  petitions  to 
assign  channels  to  communities  at  spac- 
ings  less  than  those  adopted.  The  pro¬ 
cedure  outlined  herein  is  aimed  at  per¬ 
mitting  existing  stations  which  were 
licensed  under  previous  rules  and  stand¬ 
ards  to  increase  their  facilities  and  im¬ 
prove  the  service  they  are  rendering  to 
the  public  in  those  cases  where  the  pre¬ 
vious  rules  would  have  permitted  such 
increases  and  in  some  other  cases  where 
the  public  would  benefit  thereby.  The 
basic  principles  and  allocation  plan 
adopted  in  the  Third  Report  remain  our 
objectives  for  the  FM  broadcasting 
service. 

39.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  herein  is  contained  in  Sec¬ 
tions  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

40.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered.  That  effective  November  16. 
1964,  Part  73  of  the  Commission’s  riUes 
and  regulations  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  UA.C. 
164.  Interi»«t8  or  applies  sec.  303,  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended;  47  n.S.C.  303) 

Adopted:  October  7,  1964. 

Released:  October  9,  1964. 

PkDKRAL  ComCUNICATIONS 

Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waplx, 

Secretary. 

§  73.202  [Amended] 

1.  Section  73.202  Table  of  Assignments, 
is  amended  to  include  the  following 
entries: 


Alaska: 


Channel  number 


Anchorage 

College _ 

Cordova  .. 
Falrbanks- 
Jimeau... 
Ketchikan. 
Nome  .... 
Seward 

Sitka _ 

Hawaii: 


263,  267,  271,  288A 

.  286A 

.  266A 

_  262,266 

.  282,  286 

. .  290,  294 

.  262 

.  276A 

.  284 


Hilo,  Hawaii _  246,250 

Kealakekua,  Hawaii _ 221A 

Honolulu,  Oahu _  226,230,234,238,248 

Kailua,  Oahu _  242 

Waipahu,  Oahu _  222 

lilhue,  Kauai _  224A,  228A 

Makawao,  Maxil _ 232A 

Walluka,  Maul _ 236 


U.S.  TnsrroRiKS  and  Possessions 


Guam: 

Agana -  230,  238 

Puerto  Rico: 

Adjuntas _  276 

AguadUla -  225,  262 

Areclbo _ 293,  297 

Ba3ramon _  234.  264 

Cag;uas _  277 

Coamo _  223 

Fajardo _ 243 

Guayama _  295 

Humacao  _  299 

Isabella _  268 

Manatl _  245 

Mayagues .  231.  248,  256 

Ponce -  227,  270,  286 

Rio  Pledras _  239 

San  German _  236 

San  Juan .  229,  258.  260,  273.  284,  289 


UJS.  TBairoBias  and  Possessions — Con. 
Puerto  Rloo— Continued  Channel  number 


ntuado  _  281 

Yauco  _  241 

Virgin  Islands: 

Charlotte  Amalie _  260,  266 

Chrlstlansted _  268,  291 


2.  In  §  73.205,  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.205  Zones. 

•  *  A  •  * 

(b)  Zone  1-A  consists  of  Puerto  Rico, 
the  Virgin  Islands  and  that  portion  of 
the  State  of  California  which  is  located 
south  of  the  40th  parallel. 

(c)  Zone  11  consists  of  Alaska,  Hawaii 
and  the  rest  of  the  United  States  which 
is  not  located  in  either  Zone  1  or  Zone 
l-A.  ! 

§  73.207  [Amended] 

3.  In  §  73.207,  paragraph  (b)  is 
deleted. 

4.  In  §73.211,  paragraph  (b)(3)  is 
added  and  paragraph  (d)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.211  Power  and  antenna  height  re¬ 
quirements. 

•  *  *  •  * 

(b)  Maximum^  power  and  antenna 
height.  *  •  • 


(3)  In  Puerto  Rico  antenna  heights 
may  be  used  up  to  2000  feet  above  aver¬ 
age  terrain  with  effective  radiated  powers 
up  to  25  kw.  For  antenna  heights  above 
2000  feet  the  power  shall  be  reduced  so 
that  the  station’s  1  mv/m  contour  (lo¬ 
cated  pursuant'to  Figure  1  of  §  73.333) 
will  be  no  further  from  the  station’s 
transmitter  than  with  the  facilities  of 
25  kw  and  antenna  height  of  2000  feet. 
***** 

(d)  Existing  stations.  Stations  au¬ 
thorized  as  of  September  10, 1962,  which 
do  not  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
this  section,  miay  continue  to  operate  as 
authorized;  but  any  application  to 
change  facilities  will  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  except  that 
the  minimum  power  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  not  apply 
to  an  application  to  increase  facilities. 

5.  A  new  §  73.213  is  added: 

§  73.213  Stations  at  spacings  below  the 
minimum  separations. 

(a)  Stations  which  are  separated 
from  other  co-channel  or  adjacent  chan¬ 
nel  stations  less  than  the  minimum  dis¬ 
tances  specified  in  §  73.207  may  apply  for 
changes  in  facilities  provided  the  re¬ 
quested  facilities  conform  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  table: 


FAcnmEs  To  Be  Authobized  fob  Shobt-Spacsd  FM  Stations 


Class  of  station 


Separation  in  miles 


Facilities  autborized 


Co-cbannel 


First  adjacent 


Power  (kw.) 


Antenna  height  (ft.) 


a  to  a  .  _ .  .  _ .  _  _  . 

4A-AB  _ 

A  to  A  _____ 

40-44  _  _  . 

A  tn  A  _  -  _ 

loss  tbAn  40  _ 

A  to  B .  _  _  __  _  _  _  _  __ 

60-06 _  .  _ 

A  to  B  .  . 

40-40 

A  to  B . 

less  than  40 _ 

AtoC  _ _  ____. 

00-106  _  .  . 

A  to  r  ___  _  _  _  _  __ 

00-70 _  _ 

A  to  C _ 

less  than  00  _  _  _  .  _ 

B  to  B  .  -  -- 

125-lSO _ 

30-106 _ 

BtoB  _ 

100-124 _ 

06-70  _  _  „ 

B  to  B  _ 

7A-M _ 

60-04  .  _  _  _ 

BtoB.  _  _  -  - 

less  than  76 _ 

less  than  .'i0_  _ .  _ 

BtoC _ 

140-170 . 

110-136 _  .  _ 

B  to  C _  ___  _ 

110-130 _ 

36-100  _  _ 

B  to  n 

00-100  ._ 

00-34 

BtoC__  _ 

lA.<!fi  than  90_  _  __  .. 

less  than  00  _  .  _ 

CtoC _  _ 

160-100  _ 

126-1.60  _  „  _ 

C  to  C _ _  _  _  _  _ 

120-140  _ 

00-124  .... 

CtoC.  _  _ 

100-110  _ 

70-04 

C  to  C . . . 

less  than  100.. . . 

less  than  75.-. 1 _ 

3 

300. 

2 

300. 

1 

300. 

3 

300  Class  A. 

50 

600  Class  B. 

3 

300  Class  A. 

20 

500  Class  B. 

3 

300  Class  A. 

10 

500  Class  B. 

3 

300  Class  A. 

100 

2,000  Class  C. 

3 

300  Class  A. 

50 

2,000  Class  C. 

3 

300  Class  A. 

20 

2,000  Class  C. 

SO 

500. 

20 

600. 

10 

500. 

6 

500. 

50 

500  Class  B. 

100 

2,000  Class  C. 

20 

600  Cla^  B. 

60 

2,000  Class  C. 

10 

500  Class  B. 

20 

2,000  Class  C. 

5 

500  Class  B. 

10 

2,000  Class  C. 

100 

2,000. 

60 

2,000. 

20 

2,000. 

10 

2,000. 

(b)  Stations  authorized  facilities  in 
excess  of  those  specified  in  this  section 
may  continue  to  operate  with  such 
facilities. 

(c)  Stations  may  elect  to  operate  om¬ 
nidirectionally  with  facilities  no  greater 
than  the  least  they  should  be  permitted 
in  any  directicm  under  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section.  Greater  facilities  (up  to 
the  maximum  specified  in  §  73.211(b) 
for  their  class)  may  be  used  if,  by  use  of 
a  directional  antenna,  radiation  in  any 
direction  in  which  a  short  separation 
exists  is  reduced  to  no  more  than  ttmt 
permitted  under  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
secti(m.  Aiq>lications  for  use  of  direc¬ 
tional  antennas  must  be  in  conformance 


with  §  73.316(d);  in  addition,  the  in¬ 
crease  in  radiation  off  the  line  between 
the  short-spaced  stations  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  2  db  per  10  degrees  of  azimuth;  and 
in  no  event  shall  radiation  in  any  direc¬ 
tion  exceed  the  maximum  permitted  un¬ 
der  §  73.211(b)  for  the  particular  class 
of  station. 

(d)  Stations  will  be  authorized  maxi¬ 
mum  facihties  for  their  class  in  those 
directions  in  which  they  are  short-spaced 
to  other  stations  on  second  or  third  ad¬ 
jacent  channels. 

(e)  The  powers  listed  in  the  table  are 
the  ma.Tiiniiin.«;  to  be  authorized, 
tenna  heights  may  be  used  exceeding 
those  specified  in  the  table  for  equiva- 
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lence  purposes,  provided  the  effective 
radiated  power  is  reduced  in  the  amount 
necessary  to  place  the  1  mv/m  contour 
at  no  greater  distance  as  determined  by 
use  of  Figure  1  of  §  73.333.  The  antenna 
height  value  to  be  used  is  that  above 
average  terrain  and  not  that  in  any 
particular  direction.  Where  antenna 
heights  below  100  feet  are  encountered 
(or  negative  heights)  an  assumed  value 
of  100  feet  above  average  terrain  shall 
be  assumed  for  the  purposes  of  this 
paragraph. 

(f)  The  following  provisions  will  gov¬ 
ern  applications  for  move  of  transmitter 
site: 

(1)  No  application  to  move  will  be 
accepted  which  creates  short  spacing  to 
standard  spaced  stations  and  assign¬ 
ments  less  than  the  distances  specified 
in  §  73.207,  including  second  and  third 
adjacent  channel  separations.  This  pro¬ 
vision  applies  even  if  in  other  respects 
the  application  would  be  acceptable  un¬ 
der  this  paragraph. 

(2)  Stations  short-spaced  with  re¬ 
spect  to  other  stations  under  §  73.207 
may  apply  to  move  transmitter  site,  even 
though  by  the  move  the  separation 
would  be  further  shortened,  under  the 
following  conditions  and  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  facilities: 

(i)  Where  the  short  separation  is 
second  or  third  adjacent  channd,  with 
any  facilities  up  to  the  maximum  per¬ 
mitted  under  §  73.211. 

(ii)  Where  the  short  separation  is  co¬ 
channel  or  first  adjacent  channel,  sta¬ 
tions  may  apply  for  facilities  up  to  the 
maximum  for  the  mileage  bracket  in 
which  they  would  fall  after  the  move,  as 
specified  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  or  with  their  present  facilities  if 
they  are  not  moving  so  far  as  to  fall  into 
a  lower  bracket.  (See  subparagraph 

(iii)  of  this  paragraph  for  further  re¬ 
strictions  on  very  short-spaced  stations.) 

(iii)  The  provisions  of  this  subpara¬ 
graph  apply  where  the  resulting  separa¬ 
tion  after  the  move  would  be  less  than: 
co-channel,  40  miles  Class  A  to  Class  A, 
75  miles  Class  B  to  Class  B,  90  miles  Class 
B  to  Class  C  or  vice  versa,  or  100  miles 
Class  C  to  Class  C;  first  a^acent  chan¬ 
nel,  40  miles  Class  A  to  Class  B  or  vice 
versa,  50  miles  Class  B  to  Class  B,  60 
miles  Class  A  or  B  to  Class  C,  or  vice 
versa,  and  75  miles  Class  C  to  Class  C. 
Stations  so  situated  may  apply  to  move 
and  use  either  their  present  facilities  or 
no  more  thsm  those  specified  for  their 
mileage  bracket  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section,  if  the  move  would  not  decrease 
the  short  distance  by  more  than  three 
miles.  If  the  move  would  decrease  the 
short  distance  a  greater  amount,  a  sta¬ 
tion  will  be  permitted  no  more  than  the 

'  facilities  which  would  give  it,  in  the  crit¬ 
ical  direction,  a  1  mv/m  contour  located 
no  further  out  than  that  which  would  re¬ 
sult  from  using  the  former  location  and 
the  maximum  facilities  specified  for  the 
mileage  bracket. 

IP-R.  Doc.  64-10470;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[FCC  6^20] 

PART  73~RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Reference  Points  and  Distance  Com¬ 
putations;  Report  and  Order 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.208(b)  of  the  Commission  rules  and 
regulations  pertaining  to  reference 
points  and  distance  computations  in  FM 
broadcast  station  licensing  proceedings. 

1.  In  the  First  Report  and  Order  (33 
P.C.C.  309,  23  Pike  &  Fischer  RJl.  1801) 
released  in  Docket  No.  14185  on  August  1, 
1962,  the  Commission,  among  oUier 
things,  adopted  an  FM  allocations  plan 
which  used  a  table  of  mileage  separa¬ 
tions  only. 

2.  Also  adopted  in  the  foregoing  doc¬ 
ument  was  a  rule  which  read  as  follows: 

station  separations  in  licensing  proceed¬ 
ings  shall  be  determined  by  the  distance 
between  the  coordinates  of  the  proposed 
traxismitter  site  in  one  community  and  the 
coordinates  of  an  authorissed  site  for  the 
pertinent  channel  in  the  other  community 

3.  A  year  later,  on  August  1,  1963,  the 
Commission  released  a  Third  Report, 
Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  (FCC 
63-735,  23  Pike  &  Fischer  RJl.  1859) 
which  adopted  a  Table  of  Assignments 
for  FM  Broadcast  Stations  (the  present 
Section  73.202  of  the  rules)  similar  to 
that  used  for  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions. 

4.  The  rule  mentioned  in  paragraph 
2  above  was  appropriate  and  adequate 
with  regard  to  reference  points  and  dis¬ 
tance  computations  imder  an  allocations 
plan  which  used  a  mileage  separation 
table.  However,  it  is  not  appropriate  or 
adequate  with  regard  to  reference  points 
and  distance  cmnputations  under  the 
FM  Table  of  Assignments  since  it  makes 
no  provisions  for  situations  in  which 
there  are  no  transmitter  sites  for  perti¬ 
nent  channels  in  communities  other 
than  those  in  which  the  license  is  sought. 
For  this  reason,  the  rule  needs  to  be 
amended  to  provide  for  distance  compu¬ 
tations  in  such  situations. 

5.  The  mettiod  provided  in  §  73.611(b) 
of  the  Commission  rules  for  handling 
this  type  of  situation  In  television  licens¬ 
ing  proceedings  has  proved  workable  and 
satisfactory  and  it  appears  that  the  same 
method  would  be  equally  good  for  FM 
licensing  proceedings. 

6.  Authority  for  Uie  adoption  of  the 
amendment  to  the  rules  appearing  below 
is  contained  in  sections  4(i),  301,  and 
303  (d) ,  (f ) ,  and  (r)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended.  Inas¬ 
much  as  the  amendment  is  a  matter  of 
Commission  practice,  and  the  change  is 
a  necessary  concomitant  of  the  shift  from 
a  mileage  separation  table  to  a  table  of 
assignments,  compliance  with  the  usual 
notice  and  effective  date  provisions  of 
section  4  of  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act  is  unnecessary. 

7.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  This  7th  day  of  October  1964,  that 


>This  rule  was  designated  S  3.206(a).  It 
was  redesignated  S  3.208(b)  in  the  Third  Re¬ 
port,  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  men¬ 
tioned  in  paragraph  3  of  the  instant  cnrder. 
It  was  further  redesignated  §  73.208(b)  by 
order  of  the  Commission  published  in  28  F.R. 
13672  on  December  14,  1963. 


effective  October  19,  1964,  §  73.208(b)  of 
the  Commission  rules  and  regulations  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.208  Reference  points  and  distance 
computations. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(b)  Station  separations  in  licensing 
proceedings  shall  be  determined  by  the 
distance  between  the  coordinates  of  the 
proposed  traninnitter  site  in  one  com¬ 
munity  and 

(1)  The  coordinates  of  an  authorized 
transmitter  site  for  the  pertinent  chan¬ 
nel  in  the  other  community;  or,  where 
such  transmitter  site  is  not  available  for 
use  as  a  reference  point, 

(2)  The  coordinates  of  the  other  com¬ 
munity  as  set  forth  in  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  publication  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce;  or,  if  not  con¬ 
tained  therein, 

(3)  The  coordinates  of  the  main  post 
office  of  such  other  ccmimunity. 

(4)  In  addition,  where  there  are  pend¬ 
ing  applications  in  other  communities 
which,  if  granted,  would  have  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  determining  station  separa¬ 
tions,  the  coordinates  of  the  transmitter 
sites  proposed  hi  such  applications  must 
be  used  to  determine  whether  the  re¬ 
quirements  with  respect  to  minimum 
separations  between  the  proposed  sta¬ 
tions  in  the  respective  cities  have  been 
met. 

*  *  «  *  * 

(Secs.  4,  301,  303,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended. 
1081,  1082,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  154,  301, 
303). 

Released:  October  8,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10469;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[FCC  64-921] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Operating  Log;  Report  and  Order 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.583(a)  (3)  of  the  Commission  rules 
and  regulations  pertaining  to  entries  in 
operating  logs  of  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  FM  broadcast  stations. 

1.  In  a  report  and  order  (FCC  63-184, 
25  Pike  &  Fisher  RJl.  1521)  released  on 
February  25,  1963,  in  Docket  No.  14661, 
the  Commission  amended  its  rules  to 
permit  the  use  of  automatic  logging  de¬ 
vices  in  connection  with  the  keeping  of 
operating  logs  of  certain  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions. 

2.  The  foregoing  document,  among 
other  things,  adopted  §  3.583(a)  (3)  per¬ 
taining  to  noncommercial  educational 
FM  broadcast  stations.^ 

3.  However,  inasmuch  as  §§  73.552  and 
73.558  of  the  rules  provide  that  noncom¬ 
mercial  educational  FM  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions  with  transmitter  power  output  of 
10  watts  or  less  need  not  have  frequency 


^By  order  published  In  28  PR.  13572  on 
December  14,  1963,  I  3.583  was  redesignated 
$  73.583. 
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monitors,  or  indicating  Instruments  lor 
measuring  the  direct  plate  voltage  and 
current  of  the  last  radio  stage  and  the 
transmission  line  radio  frequency  cur¬ 
rent,  voltage,  or  power,  such  stations 
should  be  exempted  from  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  S  73.583(a)  (3). 

4.  Authority  tor  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  to  the  Ck>mmission  rules  ap¬ 
pearing  below  is  oontgined  in  sections 
4(i),  301,  and  303  (J)  and  (r)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  Inasmuch  as  the  amenc^ent 
relieves  a  restriction  and  inserts  language 
necessary  for  internal  consistency  of  the 
rules,  compliance  with  the  usual  notice 
and  effective  date  provisions  of  section  4 
of  the  Administrative  Procedxire  Act  is 
unnecessary. 

5.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  This  7th  day  of  October  1964,  that 
effective  October  19, 1964,  S  73.583(a)  (3) 
of  the  Commission  rules  and  regulations 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  73.583  Operating  log. 

(a)  *  •  • 

(3)  For  each  station  licensed  for 
transmitter  power  output  above  10  watts, 
an  entry,  at  the  beginning  of  operation 
and  at  Intervals  not  exceeding  one-half 
hour,  of  the  following  (actual  readings 
observed  prior  to  making  any  adjust¬ 
ments  to  the  equipment)  and.  when  ap¬ 
propriate,  an  indication  of  corrections 
made  to  restore  parameters  to  normal 
operating  values : 

(i)  Operating  constants  of  last  radio 
stage  (total  plate  voltage  and  plate  cur¬ 
rent)  . 

(ii)  RP  transmission  line  meter  read¬ 
ing. 

(iii)  Frequency  monitor  reading. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  4,  301.  303,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended, 
1081,  1082,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  154,  301, 
303) 

Released:  October  8, 1964. 

Federal  Combcunications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10468;  Piled,  Oct.  13.  1964; 
8:48  am.] 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[Docket  No.  3666;  Order  No.  63] 

PART  73— SHIPPERS 

Subpart  A — Preparation  of  Articles  for 
Transportation  by  Carriers  by  Rail 
Freight,  Rail  Express,  Highway,  or 
Water 

Subpart  F — Compressed  Gases; 
Definition  and  Preparation 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  64-10050,  appearing  at 
page  13927  of  the  issue  for  Friday,  Oc¬ 


tober  9,  1964,  the  following  corrections 
are  made: 

1.  In  Retest  Table  1,  following 
S  73.31(c)  (10) : 

a.  The  footnote  *'n”  designations 
should  be  deleted  from  the  entries  in  the 
the  last  two  columns  for  Specification 
105A300AL-W. 

b.  Footnote  “n”  designations  should 
be  added  to  the  entries  in  the  last  two 
columns  for  Specification  105A300-W. 

2.  In  the  tabular  material  of  {  73.314 
(c),  “Note  6”  in  Uie  third  column,  op¬ 
posite  the  entry  for  Carbon  dioxide, 
liquefied,  should  read  “Note  5”. 


Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Certain  Wildlife  Refuges  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina 
and  Georgia 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effectiye  on  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
limited  time  ensuing  from  the  date  of 
the  adoption  of  the  national  migratory 
game  bird  regulations  to  and  including 
the  establishment  of  State  hunting  sea¬ 
sons  makes  it  impracticable  to  give  pub¬ 
lic  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. ' 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Alabama 

WHEELER  national  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  himting  of  ducks,  geese  and 
coots  on  the  Wheeler  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Alabama,  is  permitted  only  on 
the  area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting.  This  open  area,  comprising 
3,800  acres,  is  delineated  on  a  map  avail¬ 
able  at  the  refuge  headquarters.  Decatur, 
Alabama,  and  fr(W  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director.  Bureau  of  Sport  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Wildlife,  809  Peachtree- 
Seventh  Building,  Atlanta,  Georgia, 
30323.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  all  applicable  State  and  Federal 
regulations  covering  the  hunting  of 
ducks,  geese  and  coots  subject  to  the 
following  conditions: 

(1)  Open  season — Geese  November  17, 
1964,  through  January  15.  1965;  ducks 
and  coots  November  25,  1964,  through 
January  3,  1965.  A  kill  quota  of  3,000 
geese  is  established.  If  this  quota  is 
reached  during  the  above  open  season, 
the  refuge  hunt  for  all  waterfowl  species 
will  be  terminated.  Hunting  will  be 
permitted  Tuesday  through  Saturday 
only  from  sunrise  until  12  noon. 

( 2 )  Blinds — ^The  construction  of  blinds 
by  the  public  is  not  permitted.  Hunting 
shall  be  only  from  those  blinds  con¬ 
structed  and  labeled  by  the  Bureau. 

(3)  Shooting  on  the  refuge  is  not  per¬ 
mitted  outside  of  a  blind.  Hunters  are 


authorized  to  hunt  only  from  the  blind 
specified  on  their  permits. 

(4)  Guns  must  be  unloaded  while 
being  transported  on  the  refuge  and 
while  being  carried  to  and  from  blinds. 
Guns  must  be  left  in  blinds  while  dead 
or  crippled  birds  are  being  retrieved. 

(5)  Ammunition — Shells  that  contain 
shot  larger  than  SB’s  may  not  be  used 
and  will  not  be  permitted  in  the  posses¬ 
sion  of  himters.  > 

(6)  Only  shotguns  10  gauge  or  smaller 
and  incapable  of  holding  more  than  3 
shells  can  be  used. 

(7)  Other  game — Crows  and  foxes  may 
also  be  shot  provided  that  they  are  shot 
from  designated  waterfowl  blinds. 

(8)  Intoxicating  beverages  shall  not 
be  permitted  on  the  refuge. 

(9)  Hunters  shall  not  be  permitted  to 
enter  the  hunting  area  sooner  than  11/2 
hours  before  sunrise. 

(10)  A  maximum  of  two  persons  will 
be  permitted  to  himt  from  one  blind. 

(11)  Dogs  used  to  retrieve  crippled 
waterfowl  must  be  in  complete  control 
at  all  times. 

(12)  Himters  under  16  years  of  age 
must  be  accompanied  by  adults. 

(13)  A  refuge  permit  is  required  of  all 

himters.  To  obtain  a  permit  individuals 
must  present  a  valid  Alabama  hunting 
license,  a  duck  stamp  (if  person  has  at¬ 
tained  16th  birthday)  and  pay  a  blind 
fee  of  $4.  ($2  per  person  if  2  person 

occupy  a  blind.) 

(14)  Hunters  are  required  to  check 
out  at  the  check  station  at  the  close  of 
the  hunt.  All  bagged  waterfowl  will  be 
presented  at  the  check  station  for  in¬ 
spection. 

(15)  Applications  for  advance  reser¬ 
vations  for  refuge  permits  must  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  to  the  refuge  manager. 
Applications  will  be  accepted  only  during 
the  period  October  1-15.  Only  one  ap¬ 
plication  will  be  accepted  per  individual. 
Permits  not  reserved  by  advance  reserva¬ 
tion  will  be  awarded  on  a  first  come, 
first  served  basis  no  sooner  than  23  hours 
in  advance  of  the  hunt.  Reservation 
commitments  for  a  refuge  permit  are 
nontransferable. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
32,  and  are  effective  through  January  15, 
1965. 

Florida 

CHASSAHOWITZKA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  ducks  and  coots  on 
the  Chassahowitzka  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Florida,  is  permitted  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunt¬ 
ing.  This  open  area,  comprising  2,500 
acres,  is  delineated  on  a  map  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters.  Route  1, 
Homosassa,  Florida,  and  from  the  office 
of  the  R^ional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  809  Peach¬ 
tree-Seventh  Building,  Atlanta,  Georgia, 
30323.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  all  applicable  State  and  Federal 
regulations  covering  the  hunting  01 
ducks  and  coots  subject  to  the  following 
conditions: 
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(1)  Blinds — Only  temporary  blinds 
constructed  of  native  materials  are 
permitted. 

(2)  Designated  routes  of  travel  must 
be  used  for  entering  or  leaving  the  pub¬ 
lic  hunting  area. 

(3)  Hunters  using  airboats  must  se¬ 
cure  special  airboat  permit  from  refuge 
manager  before  entering  refuge  area. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
gmerally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  3, 
1965. 

Mississippi 

NOXUBEE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  ducks  and  coots  on 
the  Noxid}ee  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
licLssissii^i.  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  520  acres,  is 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters.  Route  1,  Brooks- 
ville,  Mississippi,  and  from  the  Regional 
Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  809  Peachtree -Seventh  Build¬ 
ing,  Atlanta,  Georgia,  30323.  Hunting 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  and  Federal  regulations  cov¬ 
ering  the  hunting  of  coots  and  ducks 
subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  Ducks  and  coots  may  be  himted 
only  on  Mondays,  Wednesdays  and  Sat- 

.  urdays  from  sunrise  to  12  o’clock  noon 
during  the  period  from  November  25, 
1964  through  January  2,  1965,  inclusive. 

(2)  The  use  of  boats  without  motors 
is  permitted  within  the  hunting  area. 

(3)  The  construction  of  blinds  is  not 
permitted. 

(4)  Hunters  will  not  be  permitted  to 
enter  the  hunting  area  sooner  than  one 
hour  before  sunrise. 

(5)  No  shooting  will  be  permitted  from 
the  levee  or  the  open  water  area  im¬ 
mediately  adjacent  to  the  levee. 

(6)  All  himters  are  required  to  check 
out  at  designated  check  station  before 
leaving  area. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  2, 
1965. 

North  Carolina 

mattamuskeet  national  wildlife  refuge 

Public  hunting  of  ducks,  geese  and 
coots  on  the  Mattamuskeet  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  North  Carolina,  is  per- 
n^tted  only  on  the  area  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
wea,  comprising  11,300  acres,  is  de¬ 
feated  on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge 
headquarters,  New  Holland,  North  Caro- 
0^.  and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional 
wector.  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  809  Peachtree-Seventh  Build- 
tag.  Atlanta,  Georgia,  30323.  Hunting 
be  in  acordance  with  all  applicable 
State  and  Federal  regulations  covering 
the  hunting  of  ducks,  geese  and  coots. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 


generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  January  15,  1965. 

Georgia 

SAVANNAH  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  waterfowl  will  not 
be  permitted  on  the  Savannah  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Georgia,  during  the  1964 
season.  The  lack  of  adequate  public 
access  facilities  will  make  a  public  water- 
fowl  hunt  impractical  this  year  . 

Walter  A.  Gresh, 
RegUmal  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

October  5, 1964.  -- 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-10434;  Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

3:47  a.m.] 


PART  32~HUNTING 

Lower  Souris  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

and  Tewaukon  National  Wildlife 

Refuge,  North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

North  Dakota 

LOWER  SOURIS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  pheasants  on  the 
Lower  Souris  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunt¬ 
ing.  This  open  area,  comprising  20,000 
acres  or  35  percent  of  the  total  refuge 
area  is' delineated  on  a  map  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters — ^Upham, 
Nortti  Dakota  and  from  the  Regional 
Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  1006  West  Lake  Street,  Min¬ 
neapolis  8,  Minnesota.  Hunting  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations  covering  the  hunting  of 
pheasants  subject  to  the  following  spe¬ 
cial  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  is  permitted  from  sim- 
rise  to  sunset  November  16, 1964  through 
November  22,  1964. 

(2)  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu-f 
lation  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  November  22, 
1964. 

TEWAUKON  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  pheasants  on  the 
Tewaukon  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting.  This  open  area,  comprising 
1,840  acres  or  33  percent  of  the  total 
refuge  area  is  delineated  on  a  map  avail¬ 
able  at  the  refuge  headquarters  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  1006  West 
Lake  Street,  Minneapolis  8,  Minnesota. 
'  Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  covering  the 
hunting  of  pheasants  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions: 


(1)  Hunting  is  permitted  from  sun¬ 
rise  to  sunset  daily  from  November  16 
through  December  13,  1964. 

(2)  The  provisions  of  this  special  reg¬ 
ulation  suppl^ent  the  regulations 
which  govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge 
areas  generally  which  are  set  forth  in 
Title  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  32,  and  are  effective  through 
December  13,  1964. 

Andrew  J.  Meyer, 
Acting  Regional  Director,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife. 

October  6,  1964. 

[FJR.  Doc.  64-10435;  Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Lacreek  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
South  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

South  Dakota 

LACREEK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  himting  of  upland  game  on  the 
Lacreek  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  South 
Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  310  acres, 
known  locally  as  the  Little  White  River 
recreational  area,  is  delineated  on  a 
map  available  at  the  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters  and  from  the  R^ional  Director,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
1006  West  Lake  Street,  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota,  55408. 

Himting  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  the  hunting  of  imland  game  subject 
to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(a)  Species  permitted  to  be  taken: 
Pheasants  and  grouse  (sharp-tailed  and 
pinnated)  during  the  seasons  specified 
below.  The  hunting  of  other  upland 
game  species,  as  may  be  authorized  by 
South  Dakota  State  regulations,  is  pro¬ 
hibited. 

(b)  Open  season:  Grouse — from  sun¬ 
rise  to  sunset  each  day  from  the  effective 
date  of  this  publication  through  October 
16,  1964  and  from  noon  to  sunset  (c.s.t.) 
daily,  October  17,  1964  through  October 
31, 1964.  Pheasants — ^from  noon  to  sun¬ 
set  (c.s.t.)  daily,  from  October  17,  1964 
through  December  15, 1964. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  December  15,  1964. 

Andrew  J.  Meyer, 
Acting  Regional  Director,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife. 

October  7,  1964. 

[F.B.  Doc.  64-10436;  Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.] 
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PART  32— HUNTING 

'  Packer  River  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Massachusetts 

The  following  special  regulation  is 
issued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Fedkral  Register. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Massachusetts 

PARKER  RIVER  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Hunting  of  big  game  on  the  Parker 
River  National  Wildlife  Refuge.  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  is  suspended  for  the  1964  sea¬ 
son.  Annual  Inventory  of  big  game  ani¬ 
mals  indicates  the  population  is  such  that 
no  hunting  should  permitted  this  year. 

Fred  L.  Jacobson. 
Acting  Regional  Director, 

Boston,  Mass. 

October  8,  1964. 

(FJt.  Doc.  64-10452;  FUed,  Oct.  13.  1964; 
8:48  am.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  A6RICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
17  CFR  Parts  911,  915  1 

[Docket  Noe.  AO-a«7-A2.  AC)-254-A3] 

HANDLING  OF  LIMES  AND  AVOCA¬ 
DOS  GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 

Notice  of  Hearing  With  Respect  to 
Proposed  Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (Secs. 
1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674),  and  in  accordance  with  the 
applicable  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  governing  proceediiigs  to  formulate 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CPR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  in 
the  Auditorium,  Labor  Camp,  Modello, 
FUi.,  beginning  at  10  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  Octo¬ 
ber  22,  1964,  with  respect  to  proposed 
amendments  of  the  respective  marketing 
agreements  and  orders  (7  CFR  Parts  911 
and  915),  regulating  the  handling  of 
limes  and  avocados  grown  in  Florida. 
The  proposed  amendments  have  not  re¬ 
ceived  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

The  public  hearing  is  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  evidence  with  respect  to  the 
economic  and  marketing  conditions  re¬ 
lating  to  the  proposed  amendments, 
which  are  hereinafter  set  forth,  and 
appropriate  modifications  thereof. 

The  amendments  to  the  marketing 
agreements  and  orders,  which  have  been 
proposed  by  the  administrative  commit¬ 
tees,  establL^ed  pursuant  thereto,  are 
as  follows: 

Revise  §§  911.20  and  915.20  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  necessary  to  provide  that  each  of 
the  grower  members  of  the  respective 
administrative  committees  may,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  being  a  grower,  be  a  handler  who 
packs  and  handles  on^  his  own  fruit. 

The  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division, 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service,  has 
proposed  that  consideration  be  given  to 
making  such  other  changes  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreements  and  orders  as  may  be 
necessary  to  make  the  entire  provisions 
thereof  conform  with  any  amendments 
thereto  that  may  result  from  this 
hearing. 

Copies  of  this  notice  of  hearing  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Director,  Fruit  and 
y^etable  Division,  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  or 
from  Minard  F.  Miller,  Fruit  and  Vege- 
^le  Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  P.O.  9,  Lakeland,  Fla. 

Dated:  October  9,  1964. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

l^R.  Doc.  64-10487;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:47  am.] 


17  CFR  Parts  1063,  1070,  1078, 
10791 

[Docket  Nos.  AO  105-A17,  AO  229- A9,  AO 
272-A4,  AO  296-A51 

MILK  IN  QUAD  CITIES-DUBUQUE, 
CEDAR  RAPIDS-IOWA  CITY,  NORTH 
CENTRAL  IOWA  AND  DES  MOINES 
MARKETING  AREAS 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and 
Opportunity  To  File  Written  Excep¬ 
tions  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreements 
and  to  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  filing  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk  of  this  recommended  decision  with 
respect  to  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreements  and  or¬ 
ders  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
Uie  Quad  Cities-Dubuque,  Cedar  Rapids- 
lowa  City,  North  Central  Iowa  and  Des 
Moines  marketing  areas.  Interested 
parties  may  file  written  exceptions  to  this 
decision  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20250,  by  the  seventh  day  after 
publication  of  this  decision  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  exceptions  should  be 
filed  in  five  copies. 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing 
on  the  record  of  which  the  proposed 
amendments,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreements  and 
to  the  orders  as  amended,  were  formu¬ 
lated,  was  conducted  at  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa,  July  29,  1964,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  which  was  issued  July  14,  1964 
(29  F.R.  9671). 

The  material  issue  on  the  record  of  the 
hearing  related  to  maintaining  the  pres¬ 
ent  Class  I  price  level. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the 
material  issue  are  based  on  evidence  pre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof : 

The  Class  I  price  provisions  of  the 
Quad  Cities-Dubuque,  Cedar  Rapids- 
lowa  City,  North  Central  Iowa  and  Des 
Moines  orders  should  be  revised  but  the 
Class  I  price  levels  should  not  be 
changed.  To  accomplish  this,^e  Class 
I  pripe  provisions  of  each  of  the  orders 
should  provide  a  Class  I  price  determined 
by  a  stated  Class  I  differential  added  to 
a  basic  formula  price,  subject  to  adjust¬ 
ments  based  on  the  supply-demand  ad¬ 
justment  factor  effective  \mder  the  Chi¬ 
cago  order.  This  would  replace  the  pres¬ 
ent  direct  tie  to  the  Chicago  order  Class 
I  price  but  would  maintain  the  same  price 
levels. 

The  monthly  average  price  received  by 
farmers  for  manufacturing  grade  milk 
in  Minnesota  and  Wisconsin  as  pub¬ 


lished  by  the  Department  on  about  the 
fifth  day  following  the  month  (adjusted 
to  a  3.5  percent  butterfat  basis)  should 
be  the  basic  formula  price  from  which 
the  Class  I  milk  prices  are  computed  in 
the  four  Iowa  orders.  This  is  the  same 
basic  formula  price  as  that  used  in  the 
Chicago  order  Class  I  price  computation 
to  which  the  Class  I  prices  of  the  Iowa 
markets  are  now  linked. 

'  Official  notice  is  taken  of  the  descrip¬ 
tion  of  ttie  Minnesota-Wisconsin  price 
series  for  manufacturing  grade  milk 
contained  in  a  decision  to  amend  the 
Chicago  order  issued  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  August  4,  1961  (26  F.R.  7134). 
This  series  refiects  price  information  in 
each  of  the  two  states  weighted  by  the 
proportion  of  manufacturing  grade  milk 
in  each  state.  It  is  based  on  a  large 
sample  of  plants  located  in  a  large  area 
of  predominantly  manufacturing  grade 
milk  production.  Approximately  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  manufacturing  grade 
milk  sold  off  farms  in  the  United  States 
is  produced  in  these  two  states.  In 
Minnesota  about  75  percent  and  in  Wis¬ 
consin  about  65  percent  of  the  milk  sold 
off  farms  is  manufacturing  grade  milk. 
This  price  series  is  determined  by  com¬ 
petitive  conditions  which  are  affected  by 
demand  in  all  the  major  areas  of  manu¬ 
factured  dairy  products.  Consequently, 
no  company  or  group  of  companies  can 
influence  significantly  the  level  of  such 
prices. 

The  manufacturing  grade  milk  price 
for  the  two-state  area  is  reported  by  the 
Department  at  the  average  butterfat 
test  of  the  milk  received.  A  method  for 
adjusting  the  price  to  a  3.5  percent  but¬ 
terfat  basis  must  be  adopted  for  the 
orders  because  the  Class  I  prices  are  an¬ 
nounced  on  this  basis.  For  this  purpose 
a  generally  recognized  butterfat  value, 
0.12  times  the  average  wholesale  price 
for  92-score  butter  at  Chicago,  should 
be  used.  This  method  of  adjustment  is 
employed  imder  the  Chicago  order  to 
adjust  the  basic  formula  price  and  is 
commonly  used  imder  most  of  the  other 
Federal  milk  orders  for  this  purpose. 

The  Class  I  prices  under  these  orders 
now  are  the  Chicago  order  Class  I  price, 
adjusted  by  the  supply-demand  adjust¬ 
ment  under  that  order,  plus  a  differential 
of  15  cents  in  the  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa 
City  and  North  Central  Iowa  orders,  20 
cents  in  the  Quad  Cities-Dubuque  order 
and  35  cents  in  the  Des  Moines  order. 

Handlers  proposed  that  each  of  the 
four  orders  be  amended  to  provide  inde¬ 
pendent  formulas  for  computing  Class 
I  prices  in  view  of  possible  action  on 
the  Chicago  order  which,  under  present 
provisions,  would  automatically  change 
Class  I  prices  in  these  orders.  A  recom¬ 
mended  decision  on  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Chicago  milk  order  issued 
May  26, 1964,  would  increase  that  order’s 
stated  Class  I  price  by  10  cents. 

Handlers  unanimously  proposed  that 
the  present  Class  I  price  levels  in  the 
four  orders  be  maintained.  Producer 
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associations  testified  that  the  effect  of 
any  upward  revision  of  the  Chicago  price 
should  be  refiected  in  the  Class  I  prices 
of  the  four  Iowa  orders  in  order  to  in¬ 
crease  the  blend  prices  to  producers. 

There  is  no  basis  for  increasing  the 
Class  I  prices  of  the  four  Iowa  orders  un¬ 
der  the  requirements  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Idarketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
the  statutory  authority  under  which 
milk  marketing  orders  are  issued.  This 
Act  requires  that  prices  be  established 
at  a  level  that  will  tend  to  obtain  an  ade¬ 
quate  supply  of  milk  to  meet  the  fiuid 
needs  of  the  market  plus  a  necessary  re¬ 
serve  for  fluctuations  in  demand.  There 
is  no  indication  that  the  supplies  in  the 
four  markets  are  inadequate  or  tending 
to  become  inadequate.  Handler  repre¬ 
sentatives  testified  that  they  had  no  dif¬ 
ficulty  recently  in  obtaining  an  adequate 
supply  of  milk  to  meet  ,the  fluid  needs 
of  the  markets.  Cooperative  association  . 
representatives  conceded  that^  adequate 
supplies  of  milk  were  available  to  each 
of  the  four  markets. 

In  1963,  65  percent  of  producer  re¬ 
ceipts  was  used  in  Class  I  in  the  Quad 
Cities-Dubuque  market  compared  to  66 
percent  in  1962.  In  the  first  six  months 
of  1M4  Class  I  utilisation  at  65  percent 
was  up  six  percent  from  the  same  period 
a  year  earlier.  In  the  Cedar  Rapids- 
lowa  City  market,  59  percent  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  was  used  in  Class  I  during 

1962  and  62  percent  in  1963.  In  the  first 
six  months  of  1964  Class  I  utilization 
was  56  percent,  down  one  percent  from 
the  same  period  in  1963.  Of  producer 
receipts  in  the  North  Central  Iowa  order, 
82  percent  was  used  in  Class  I  in  1962 
compared  to  87  percent  in  1963.  In  the 
first  half  of  1964,  90  percent  of  producer 
receipts  was  in  fluid  uses,  an  increase  of 
seven  percent  from  the  same  period  a 
year  earlier.  In  the  Des  Moines  market, 
Class  I  uses  represented  76  percent  of 
producer  receipts  in  1962,  75  percent  In 

1963  and  69  percent  in  the  first  half  of 
1964.  The  69  percent  is  a  decrease  of 
four  percent  from  the  corresponding  pe¬ 
riod  a  year  earlier. 

While  recently  Class  I  utilization  of 
producer  milk  in  two  of  these  Iowa  mar¬ 
kets  has  Increased,  in  the  other  two 
markets  it  dropped  below  the  percentage 
used  in  Class  I  in  the  corresponding  pe¬ 
riod  last  year.  Because  of  the  general 
availability  of  reserve  supplies  in  the 
area  to  all  markets,  the  adequacy  of 
supplies  for  these  markets  must  be  con¬ 
sidered  on  an  overall  four-market  basis. 
There  was  no  suggestion  that  the  Class 
I  prices  in  these  four  markets  be  con¬ 
sidered  on  an  individual  basis. 

The  reserve  supply  of  milk  for  the  four 
markets  is  adequate  to  meet  the  current 
and  prospective  fluid  needs  of  the  mar¬ 
kets  as  indicated  by  the  percentages  of 
total  receipts  from  producers  used  in 
Class  I.  In  1963,  73  percent  of  producer 
milk  receipts  in  these  four  markets  was 
used  in  Class  I,  only  one  percent  higher 
than  the  72  percent  so  utilized  in  1962. 
During  the  first  six  months  of  1964,  70 
percent  of  producer  milk  in  these  Iowa 
markets  was  used  for  Class  I  purposes 
compared  with  69  percent  in  Class  I  uses 
in  the  corresponding  period  a  year 
earlier. 


Incorporation  of  separate  pricing  pro¬ 
visions  in  these  orders  imder  considera¬ 
tion  should  be  made  effective  as  soon  as 
possible.  Regardless  of  whatever  action 
may  be  taken  on  the  Chicago  order,  sepa¬ 
rate  Class  I  price  provisions  should  be 
adopted  in  the  Iowa  maiicets.  This  will 
more  effectively  accommodate  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  each  order  on  an  independent 
basis.  The  pricing  formulas  proposed 
herein  will  provide  such  independent 
pricing  but  will  maintain  present  price 
levels  by  incorporating  the  effect  of  the 
supply-demand  adjustment  under  the 
Chicago  order. 

The  fluid  differentials  specified  in  each 
order  are: 


Order 

August- 

Novem- 

ber 

March- 

June 

Other 

months 

Quad  Citiea-Dubuque.. 
Cedar  Rapids-Iowa 

$1.30 

$0.00 

$1. 10 

City _ _ _ 

1.25 

.85 

L05 

North  Central  Iowa.... 

1.25 

.85 

1.05 

Des  Moines . . . 

1.45 

1.05  ’ 

1.25 

Conforming  changes  are  made  in  pro¬ 
visions  of  each  of  the  orders  which  refer 
to  the  pricing  provisions  in  order  to  re¬ 
late  them  to  the  revised  pricing  provi¬ 
sions.  In  the  Quad  Cities-Dubuque 
order,  §  1063.52(a)  is  rewritten  to  cor¬ 
rect  an  inadvertent  omission  by  the 
order  amendments  Issued  July  22,  1964 
(29  F.R.  10901),  which  became  effective 
August  1, 1964. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con~ 
elusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  Were  con¬ 
sidered  in  making  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  above.  To  the  extent 
that  the  suggested  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  filed  by  interested  parties  are  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  set  forth  herein,  the  requests  to 
make  such  findings  or  reach  such  conclu¬ 
sions  are  denied  for  the  reasons  previous¬ 
ly  stated  in  this  decision. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  orders  and  of  the  previous¬ 
ly  issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all 
of  said  previous  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratified  and  affirmed, 
except  insofar  as  such  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
findings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the 
terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
Act; 

(b)  The  parity  pieces  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of 
feeds,  and  other  economic  conditions 
which  affect  market  supply  and  demand 
for  milk  in  the  respective  mailceting 
areas,  and  the  minimum  prices  specified 


in  the  proposed  marketing  agreements 
and  the  orders,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  are  such  prices  as  will  reflect 
the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome  milk, 
and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  market^  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner 
as,  and  will  be  sq>plicable  only  to  per¬ 
sons  in  the  respective  classes  of  indus¬ 
trial  and  commercial  activity  specified 
in,  marketing  agreements  upon  which  a 
hearing  has  been  held. 

Recommended  marketing  agreements 
and  orders  amending  the  orders.  The 
following  orders  amending  the  orders  as 
amended  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Quad  Cities-Dubuque,  Cedar 
Rapids-Iowa  Cflty,  North  Central  Iowa 
and  Des  Moines  marketing  areas  are  rec¬ 
ommended  as  the  detailed  and  appro¬ 
priate  means  by  which  the  foregoing 
conclusions  may  be  carried  out.  The 
recommended  marketing  agreements  are 
not  included  in  this  decision  because  the 
regulatory  provisions  thereof  would  be 
the  same  as  those  contained  in  the 
orders,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended: 

PART  1063— MILK  IN  THE  QUAD 
CITIES-DUBUQUE  MARKETING 

AREA 

1.  In  f  1063.22(j)  (1)  the  reference 
"§  1063.50(a)  ”  is  revised  to  read  “§  1063.- 
50(b)”  and  the  reference  “§  1063.50(b)” 
is  revised  to  read  ”§  1063.50(c)”. 

2.  In  §  1063.50,  paragraph  (b)  is  re¬ 
designated  paragraph  (c)  and  the  intro¬ 
ductory  text  and  the  present  paragraph 
(a)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1063.50  Basic  formula  and  class 
prices. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  §§  1063.51 
and  1063.52  the  basic  formula  and  class 
prices  per  hundredweight'  for  the  month 
shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Basic  formula  price.  The  basic 
formula  price  shall  be  the  average  price 
per  hundredweight  for  manufacturing 
grade  milk,  f.o.b.  plants  in  Wisconsin 
and  Minnesota,  as  reported  by  the  De¬ 
partment  for  the  month.  Such  price 
shall  be  adjusted  to  a  3.5  percent  butter- 
fat  basis  by  a  butterfat  differential 
rounded  to  the  nearest  one-tenth  cent  at 
the  rate  of  the  Chicago  butter  price  times 
0.12.  TKfe  basic  formula  price  shall  be 
rounded  to  the  nearest  cent. 

(b)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  Class  I 
milk  price  shall  be  the  basic  formula 
price  for  the  preceding  month  plus  $1.30 
August  through  November,  $0.90  March 
through  June  and  $1.10  in  other  months: 
Provided,  That  such  Class  I  price  shall 
be  increased  or  decreased,  respectively, 
two  cents  for  each  full  percent  that  the 
adjusted  supply-demand  ratio  comput^ 
pursuant  to  Part  1030  (Chicago)  of  this 
chapter  is  greater  or  less  than  72  per¬ 
cent,  but  shall  not  be  increased  or  de¬ 
creased  more  than  24  cents  because  of 
such  adjusted  supply-demand  ratio. 

•  •  •  •  ♦ 

3.  Section  1063.52(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 
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8  1063.52  Location  differentials  to  han¬ 
dlers. 

(a)  For  milk  received  from  producers 
at  a  pool  plant  and  disposed  of  as  Class 
1  Tniifc  or  assigned  Class  I  location  ad¬ 
justment  credit  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section  and  for  other  source 
rniik  for  whidi  a  location  adjustment  is 
applicable,  the  price  computed  pursu¬ 
ant  to  5  1063.52(b)  shall  be  reduced  as 
follows: 

(1)  At  a  plant  in  Dubuque  and  Jack- 
son  Counties,  Iowa,  and  East  Dubuque, 
Illinois,  by  10  cents;  and 

(2)  At  a  plant  located  outside  the 
marketing  area  and  70  miles  or  more 
from  the  City  Hall,  Rock  IsJand,  Illi¬ 
nois,  by  the  shortest  hard-surfaced  high¬ 
way  distance  as  determined  by  the 
market  administrator,  at  the  rate  set 
forth  in  the  following  schedule: 

Rate  per 

Distance  from  the  Bock  hundredweight 
Island  City  Hall  (miles) :  (cents)  . 


70  but  less  than  80 - : -  10.  0 

For  each  additional  10  mUes  or  frac¬ 
tion  thereof  an  additional -  1. 5 

*  «  *  *  * 


PART  1070~MILK  IN  CEDAR  RAPIDS- 
lOWA  CITY  MARKETING  AREA 

1.  In  5  1070.22(j)  (1)  the  reference 
“1070.50(a)  ”  is  revised  to  read  “5  1070.50 
(b)”  and  the  reference  “1070.50(b)”  is 
revised  to  read  “5  1070.50(c)”. 

2.  In  5  1070.50,  paragraph  (b)  is  redes¬ 
ignated  paragraph  (c)  and  the  introduc¬ 
tory  text  and  the  present  paragrtqih  (a) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§1070.50  Basic  formula  and  class 
prices. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  §§  1070.51 
and  1070.52  the  basic  formula  and  class 
prices  per  hundredweight  for  the  month 
shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Basic  formula  price.  The  basic 
formula  price  shall  be  the  average  price 
per  hundredweight  for  manufacturing 
grade  milk,  f.o.b.  plants  in  Wisconsin 
and  Minnesota,  as  reported  by  the  De-< 
partment  for  the  month.  Such  price 
shall  be  adjusted  to  a  3.5  percent  butter- 
fat  basis  by  a  butterfat  differential 
rounded  to  the  nearest  one-tenth  cent 
at  the  rate  of  the  Chicago  butter  price 
times  0.12.  The  basic  formula  price  shall 
be  rounded  to  the  nearest  cpnt. 

(b)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  Class  I 
milk  price  shall  be  the  basic  formula 
price  for  the  preceding  month  plus  $1.25 
August  through  November,  $0.85  March 
through  June  and  $1.05  in  other  months: 
Provided,  That  such  Class  I  price  shall 
be  increased  or  decreased,  respectively, 
two  cents  for  each  full  percent  that  the 
adjusted  supply-demand  ratio  computed 
pursuant  to  Part  1030  (Chicago)  of  this 
chapter  is  greater  or  less  than  72  percent, 
but  shall  not  be  increased  or  decreased 
more  than  24  cents  because  of  such 
adjusted  supply-dmnand  ratio. 

•  *  •  ♦  ♦ 

3.  In  §  1070.52(a)  the  reference  to 
“§  1070.50(a)  ”  is  revised  to  read  “§  1070.- 
50(b)”. 


PART  1078— MILK  IN  NORTH  CEN- 
TRAL  IOWA  MARKETING  AREA 

1.  In  S  1078.22(j)(l)  the  reference 
“1078.50(a)”  is  revised  to  read  “1078.50 
(b)”  and  the  reference  “1078.50(b)”  is 
revised  to  read  “1078.50(c)  ”. 

2.  In  §  1078.50,  paragraph  (b)  is  re¬ 
designated  paragraph  (c)  and  the  intro¬ 
ductory  text  and  the  present  paragraph 
(a)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1078.50  Basic  formula  and  class 
prices. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  §§  1078.51 
and  1078.52  the  basic  formula  and  class 
prices  per  hundredweight  for  the  month 
shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Basic  formula  price.  The  basic 
formula  price  shall  be  the  average  price 
per  hundredweight  for  manufacturing 
grade  milk,  f.o.b.  plants^  in  Wisconsin 
and  Minnesota,  as  reported  by  the  De¬ 
partment  for  the  month.-  Such  price 
shall  be  adjusted  to  a  3.5  percent  butter- 
fat  basis  by  a  butterfat  differential 
rounded  to  the  nearest  one-tenth  cent  at 
the  rate  of  the  Chicago  butter  price 
times  0.12.  The  basic  formula  price  shall 
be  rounded  to  the  nearest  cent. 

(b)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  Class  I 
milk  price  shall  be  the  basic  formula 
price  for  the  preceding  month  plus  $1.25 
August  through  November,  $0.85  March 
through  June  and  $1.05  in  other  months : 
Provided,  That  such  Class  I  price  shall 
be  increased  or  decreased,  respectively, 
two  cents  for  each  full  percent  that  the 
adjusted  supply-demand  ratio  computed 
pursuant  to  Part  1030  (Chicago)  of  this 
chapter  is  greater  or  less  than  72  per¬ 
cent.  but  shall  not  be  increased  or  de¬ 
creased  more  than  24  cents  because  of 
such  adjusted  supply-demand  ratio: 
And  provided  further.  That  for  milk  re¬ 
ceived  from  producers  at  a  pool  plant 
north  of  the  base  zone  the  price  other¬ 
wise  applicable  pursuant  to  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  be  r^uced  five  cents. 

*  *  •  *  « 

3.  In  §  1078.52  the  reference  to 
“§  1078.50(a)”  is  revised  to  read 
“§  1078.50(b)” 


PART  1079— MILK  IN  DES  MOINES 
MARKETING  AREA 

1.  In  §  1079.27(j)(l)  the  reference 
“§  1079.50(a)  ”  is  revised  to  read  “§  1079.- 
50(b)”  and  the  reference  “§  1079.50(b)” 
is  revised  to  read  “§  1079.50(c)”. 

2.  In  §  1079.50,  paragraph  (b)  is  re¬ 
designated  paragraph  (c)  and  the  intro¬ 
ductory  text  and  the  present  paragraph 
(a)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1079.50  Basic  formula  and  class 
prices. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  §§  1079.51 
and  1079.52  the  basic  formula  and  class 
price  per  hundredweight  for  the  month 
shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Basic  formula  price.  The  basic 
formula  price  shall  be  the  average  price 
per  hundredweight  for  manufacturing 
grade  milk,  f.o.b.  plants  in  Wisconsin  and 
Minnesota,  as  reported  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  for  the  month.  Such  price  shall 
be  adjusted  to  a  3.5  percent  butterfat 
basis  by  a  butterfat  differential  rounded 


to  the  nearest  one-tenth  cent  at  the  rate 
of  the  Chicago  butter  price  times  0.12. 
The  basic  formula  price  shall  be  rounded 
to  the'  nearest  cent. 

(b)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  Class  I 
milk  price  shall  be  the  basic  formula 
pilce  for  the  preceding  month  plus  $1.45 
August  through  November,  $1.05  March 
through  June  and  $1.25  in  other  months : 
Provided,  That  such  Class  I  price  shall 
be  increased  or  decreased,  respectively, 
two  cents  for  each  full  percent  that  the 
adjusted  supply-demand  ratio  computed 
pursuant  to  Part  1030  (Chicago)  of  this 
chapter  Is  greater  or  less  than  72  per¬ 
cent,  but  shall  not  be  increased  or  de¬ 
creased  more  than  10  cents  because  of 
such  adjusted  supply-demand  ratio :  And 
provided  further.  That  for  milk  received 
from  approved  dairy  farmers  at  an  ap¬ 
proved  plant  outside  the  base  zone  the 
price  otherwise  applicable  pursuant  to 
this  paragraph  shall  be  reduced  10  cents. 
***** 

3.  In  1  1079.52(a)  the  reference  to 
“§  1079.50”  is  revised  to  read  “§  1079.50 
(b)”. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  9.  1964. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10453;  PUed.  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

[  7  CFR  Part  723  1 
CIGAR-FILLER  TOBACCO 

Proposed  Farm  Acreage  Allotments 
and  Normal  Yields  for  1965-66 
Marketing  Year 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (7  U.S.C.  1281  et  seq.),  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  “Act”,  regulations  are 
being  prepared  to  govern  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  farm  acreage  allotments  and 
normal  yields  for  the  1965  crop  of  cigar- 
filler  (t^  41)  tobacco. 

Section  301(b)  (15)  of  the  Act  includes 
only  type  41  tobacco  in  the  definition  of 
cigar-filler  tobacco.  Producers  of  cigar- 
filler  (type  41)  tobacco  disapproved  mar¬ 
keting  quotas  for  such  kind  of  tobacco 
for  the  three  marketing  years  beginning 
October  1,  1962  (27  PH.  2679)  and  pre¬ 
viously  thereto  had  disapproved  market¬ 
ing  quotas  for  three  successive  years  sub¬ 
sequent  to  1952  (18  P.R.  8474,  19  F.R. 
9365,  21  P.R.  667).  Henoe,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  312  of  the  Act 
no  acreage  allotments  and  marketing 
quotas  were  determined  for  such  kind 
of  tobacco  for  the  1963  and  1964  crops 
of  such  kind  of  tobacco.  Pursuant  to 
section  312  of  the  Act,  the  Secretary  is 
required  to  proclaim  not  later  than  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1965  a  quota  for  such  kind  of 
tobacco  for  each  of  the  three  marketing 
years  beginning  October  1,  1965,  and 
hold  a  referendum  of  farmers  who  were 
engaged  in  the  production  of  such  kind 
of  tobacco  in  1964  to  see  whether  such 
farmers  favor  or  oppose  marketing  quo¬ 
tas.  Under  section  313  of  the  Act  quotas 
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announced  by  the  Secretary  will  be  ap« 
portioned  among  the  States,  converted 
into  State  acreage  allotments  and  allot¬ 
ted  to  farms  (tobacco  clasritled  as  type 
41  tobacco  is  grown  only  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania). 

It  is  contemplated  that  the  r^ulations 
lor  dgar-flUer  (type  41)  tobacco  will  be 
similar  to  those  issued  for  such  kind  of 
tobacco  for  the  1962-63  msu*keting  year 
(26  F.R.  6411,  6622,  7693.  10503)  except 
that  the  following  provisions  are  con¬ 
templated: 

1.  The  preliminary  allotment  for  a 
farm  will  be  based  on  the  larger  of  (a) 
the  harvested  acreage  for  the  three  inre- 
cedlng  years  (1962-64),  or  (b)  the  aver¬ 
age  of  the  harvested  acreage  for  the  base 
period  (1960-64).  Acreage  allotments 
were  determined  for  the  1962  cn^  year 
for  farms  producing  type  41  tobacco  and, 
although  quotas  were  dlsai^roved  in  a 
referendum  (27  F.R.  2679),  1962  allot¬ 
ments  remained  in  effect.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  in  section  377 
of  the  Act.  an  allotment  established  for 
the  1962  crop  year  shall  be  preserved  as 
history  acreage  if  at  least  75  percent  of 
such  allotment  was  planted.  Also,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  in  s^tion 
313(g)  of  the  Act,  any  acreage  of  tobacco 
harvested  in  excess  of  the  1962  farm 
acreage  allotment  is  not  to  be  taken  into 
account  in  establishing  State  and  farm 
acreage  allotments  for  the  1965  crc^ 
year. 

2.  The  i^iplicant  for  a  new  farm  allot¬ 
ment  be  the  owner  as  well  as  the  oper¬ 
ator  of  the  farm  covered  by  the  applica¬ 
tion. 

3.  A  farm  which  includes  land  ac¬ 
quired  by  an  agency  having  the  right  of 
eminent  domain  for  which  the  entire 
tobacco  allotment  was  pooled  pursuant 
to  Part  719  of  this  Chapter  and  which  is 
subsequently  returned  to  agricultural 
production,  shall  not  be  eligible  for  a 
new  farm  tobacco  allotment  fmr  a  period 
equal  to  the  five-year  base  period  used 
in  determining  old  farm  tobeicco  allot¬ 
ments  from  the  date  the  former  owner  is 
diq;>laoed. 

,  Allotments  determined  under  the  regu¬ 
lations  will  remain  in  effect  for  the  1965 
crop  year  wheth^  or  not  marketing 
quotas  are  approved  in  the  referendum. 

Prior  to  the  final  adc^tion  and  issu¬ 
ance  of  these  regulations,  consideration 
will  be  given  to  any  data,  views,  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  pertaining  thereto  which 
are  submitted  in  writing  to  the  Director. 
Farmer  Programs  Division,  ASCS,  USDA, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20250.  All  written 
submissions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  made  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  such  times  and  places  and  in  the 
manner  convenient  to  the  public  busi¬ 
ness  (7  CFR  1.27  (b)).  All  submissions 
must  be  postmarked  not  later  than  15 
dajrs  after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  in  order 
to  be  considered. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  8.  1964. 

H.  D.  Godfrey, 

Administrator,  Agrictiltural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-10459;  FUed,  Oct.  13.  1964; 

8:48  am.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  A6ENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  73  INaw]  1 

(AlrHMce  Docket  No.  eS-LAX-S] 

RESTRICTED  AREA 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  73  [New] 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
which  would  alter  the  Restricted  Area/ 
Military  Climb  Corridor  R-2526  at  Vic¬ 
torville  (George  AFB) .  Calif. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Western  Region,  Attn:  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Division.  Federal  Aviation 
Agency.  5651  West  Manchester  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  90007,  Airport  Station,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  90009.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  45  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

An  official  docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons  at 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of 
the  General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  An  informal  docket 
also  will  be  available  for  examination  at 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Di¬ 
vision  Chief. 

In  order  to  implement  criteria  devel¬ 
oped  Jointly  by  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency  and  the  U.S.  Air  Force  for  mili¬ 
tary  climb  corridors,  the  FAA  proposes 
to  redesignate  R-2526  to  read  as  follows: 

Boundaries.  The  area  centered  on  a  line 
beginning  at  latitude  34 *33 '32"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  117*24'55"  W.  (two  nautical  miles 
southwest  of  the  lift  off  end  of  Runway  21) 
and  extending  via  tke  Ttue  bearing  of  235* 
to  a  point  24  nautical  miles  southwest, 
having  a  width  of  one  nautical  mile  at  the 
beginning  and  expanding  uniformly  to  a 
width  of  six  nautical  miles  at  the  outer 
extremity. 

Designated  altitudes: 

Surface  to  20,000  feet  MSL  frcun  the  point 
of  beginning  to  one  nautical  mile  south¬ 
west. 

4,000  feet  MSL  to  23.000  feet  MSL  from 
one  nautical  mile  to  two  nautical  miles 
southwest  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

5,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from 
two  nautical  miles  to  three  nautical  miles 
southwest  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

6,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from 
three  nautical  miles  to  five  nautical  miles 
southwest  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

8,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from  five 
nautical  miles  to  seven  nautical  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

10,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from 
seven  nautical  miles  to  eight  nautical  miles 
southwest  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

11,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from 
eight  nautical  miles  to  nine  nautical  miles 
southwest  of  the  p<fint  of  beginning. 

12,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from 
nine  nautical  miles  to  ten  nautical  miles 
southwest  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

13,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from 
ten  nautical  miles  to  eleven  nautical  miles 
southwest  of  the  point  of  beginning. 


14,000  feet  MSL  Ho  23,000  feet  MSL  from 

11  nautical  miles  to  12  nautleal  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

15,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from 

12  nautical  miles  to  18  nautical  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

16,000  feet  MSL  to  2SjOOO  feet  MSL  from 

13  nautical  miles  to  14  nautical  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

17,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from 

14  nautical  miles  to  15  nautical  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

17,600  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from  IS 
nautical  miles  to  16  nautical  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

18,200  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from  16 
nautical  miles  to  17  nautical  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

18,800  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from  17 
nautical  miles  to  18  nauUcal  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

19,400  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from  18 
nautical  miles  to  19  nautical  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

20,000  feet  MSL  to  23,000  feet  MSL  from  19 
nautical  miles  to  24  nautical  miles  south¬ 
west  of  the  point  of  beginning. 

Time  of  designation.  Continuous. 
Controlling  Agency.  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Edwards  Approach  Control. 

Using  Agency.  Commander,  George  AFB, 
California. 

ITiis  amendment  is  proposed  under 
Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (46U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  7, 1964. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 
Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[FM.  Doc.  64-10418;  FUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:45  am.] 


[14  CFR  Part  507  1 
[Beg.  Docket  No.  6016] 
AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVE 

Boeing  Models  707  and  720  Series 
Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  un¬ 
der  consideration  a  proposal  to  amend 
Part  507  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  to  include  an  airworthiness 
directive  for  Boeing  Models  707  and  720 
Series  aircraft.  Notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  published  in  29  F.R.  7606,  re¬ 
quired  inspection  and  modification  of 
the  fin-body  terminal  attachment  bolts. 
In  view  of  the  comments  received  and 
as  a  result  of  recent  investigation,  it  has 
been  determined  that  the  bolt  removal  is 
necessary  in  order  to  provide  a  more 
positive  means  of  determining  whether 
or  not  a  bolt  has  failed.  Therefore  the 
original  proposal  is  hereby  withdrawn, 
and  a  new  airworthiness  directive  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  require  the  removal  of  the  bolt. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
regulatory  docket  number  and  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Office  of  the  General  Coun¬ 
sel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket,  bOO  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
20553.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  November  12, 1964,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Administrator  before  tak¬ 
ing  action  upon  the  proposed  rule.  The 
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Wednesday,  October  14,  1964 


IssvKd  In  Wastilngtcm.  D.C..  on  Octo¬ 
ber  7, 1964. 

C.,  W.  Walko, 
Acting  Director, 
FUght  Standards  Service. 

{F.R.  Doc.  •4-10419;  Filed,  Oct.  13.  1964; 
8:45  ajn.] 


r  14  rcD  Part  507  1  ^  ^  crack  is  found,  replace  the  ele¬ 

vator  control  quadrant  with  one  of  the  same 
[Reg.  Docket  No.  6242]  part  number  before  further  flight.  The  in- 

AIRWORTHINESS  DIREOIVE 

Boeing  M«l.l.  707  and  720  Seri.. 

Aircraft  accomplish  rework  and  dimensional  checks 

_  in  accordance  with  paragraph  8  of  Boeing 
The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  un-  service  Bulletin  2029  or  later  FAA  approved 
der  consideration  a  proposal  to  amend  revisions. 

Part  507  of  the  regulations  of  the  Admin-  (d)  when  the  rework  and  dimensional 
istrator  to  include  an  airworthiness  checks  required  by  (c)  are  accomplished,  the 
directive  for  Boeing  Models  707  and  720  repetitive  inspections  specified  In  (a)  may 
Series  aircraft.  Several  Instances  of  be  discontinued. 

cracks  have  occurred  in  tiie  irft  elevator  (e)  Upon  r^uest  of  an  operator.  ^  faa 
control  toe  up^r  two 

bolts  Which  attwh  the  quadrat  to  the  Division,  FAA  Western  Region,  may  adjxist 
elevator  control  torque  tube.  To  correct  repetitive  inspection  intervals  speci- 
this  condition,  this  AD  requires  inspec-  fled  in  this  ad  to  permit  comifliance  at  an 
tion  of  the  elevator  control  quadrant  and  established  inspection  ireriod  of  the  oper- 
replacement  if  any  cracks  are  found.  ator  if  the  request  contains  substantiating 
Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  par-  data  to  Jxistify  the  increase  for  such 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 

rule  by  submlttlu*  such  written  data.  'o’”” 

Views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire.  nr* 

Communications  should  identify  the  nrtohd»r7  kmu  D.C.,  on 

regulatory  docket  number  and  be  sub-  ''  ^  ^  xxr.j-rw^ 

mitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal  Avia-  „  ^“7 

tion  Agency.  Office  of  the  General  Coun-  ^r^ior, 

sel.  Attention:  Rules  Docket,  800  Inde-  Flight  Standards  Service. 

pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  64-10420;  Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

20553.  All  c(»nmunications  received  cwi  ® 
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be  changed  in  the  light  of  oommentfi  re¬ 
ceived.  All  oommente  will  be  available, 
both  bef<m  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  rules  docket  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  interested  persons. 

This  amendment  is  pr(HX)eed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a) .  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72 
Stat.  752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  1423). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  fi  507.10(a)  of  Part 
507  (14  CFR  Part  507)  by  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing  airworthiness  directive: 

liOCKHBBO.  Applies  to  Models  188A  and  188C 
Series  aircraft. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 

There  have  been  a  nximber  of  cases  of 
cracking  of  the  noise  landing  gear  steering 
housing,  P/N  8(X)905-1.  One  of  these  cracks 
has  resulted  In  a  total  faUure,  allowing  the 
nose  gear  to  rotate  90  degrees  to  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  landing  roU.  '  To  correct  this  condi¬ 
tion,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  For  aircraft  with  8,000  or  more  land¬ 
ings  as  of  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  un¬ 
less  already  accomplished  within  1,800  land¬ 
ings  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
comply  with  paragriq>h  (c)  within  the  next 
600  laiidingg  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
AD.  and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  2,400  landings. 

(b)  Tor  aircraft  with  less  than  8,0(X)  land¬ 
ing  as  of  the  effective  date  of  this  AD.  com¬ 
ply  with  paragraph  (c)  prior  to  the  accu¬ 
mulation  of  8,600  landings,  and  thereafter 
at  intervals  not  to  exceed  2,400  landings. 

(c)  Inspect  the  four  1/8-12  UNS-SA  screw 
thnads  on  both  sides  of  the  P/N  800005 
steering  housing  for  cracks  using  the  dye 
penetrant  procedtire  outlined  in  Lockheed 
Alert  Service  BuUetin  88/SB-576B  or  with 
an  equivalent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
craft  Engineering  Division.  FAA  Western  Re¬ 
gion.  Gain  access  to  the  screw  threads  by 
acconu>li8hing  the  instructions  of  Sections 
2A  through  2I>  of  Lockheed  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  88/SB-576,  Revision  No.  1. 

(d)  Replace  any  cracked  steering  housings 
detected  during  the  inspection  of  paragraph 
(c)  before  further  flight  (except  that  the  air¬ 
craft  may  be  fraried  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  CAB  1.76  to  the  base  at  which 
the  repairs  are  to  be  accomplished)  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Instructions  of  Sections 
2.0  through  21S:  of  Lockheed  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  88 /SB-576  Revision  No.  1,  with  a 
new  steering  housing  P/N  800905-1  or  with 
a  new  improved  steering  housing  P/N 
800905-101.  If  P/N  800905-101  is  used,  re¬ 
place  the  two  retaining  nuts  P/N  801429-1 
with  two  new  improved  retaining  nuts  P/N 
801429-101. 

(e)  If  a  housing  is  replaced  with  a  new 
housing  of  the  same  part  number  or  had 
been  replaced  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD.  accomplish  the  next  inspection  in 
accordance  with  pareigraph  (c)  within  8,600 
landings  after  that  replacement  and  at  peri¬ 
odic  intervals  thereafter  not  to  exceed  2,400 
landings. 

-(f)  The  periodic  inspections  in  paragraphs 
(a),  (b).  and  (e)  may  be  discontinued  when 
housing  P/N  800905-1  is  replaced  by  P/N 
800905-101  and  retaining  nut  P/N  801429-1 
is  replaced  by  P/N  801429-101. 

(g)  In  order  to  ascertain  compliance  with 
this  AD.  where  past  records  of  landings  are 


unavailable,  operators  may  estimate  the 
number  of  landings  prior  to  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD  by  substituting  two  landings  tor 
each  hour  of  time  in  service.  Those  opera¬ 
tors  desiring  to  ascertain  compliance  with 
this  AD  on  the  basis  of  hours’  time  in  serv¬ 
ice,  may  replace  the  niunber  of  landings  re¬ 
quired  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b),  and  (e)  with 
one  hour  of  time  in  service  for  every  two 
landings. 

(h)  Upon  request  of  the  operator,  an  FAA ' 
maintenance  inspector,  subject  to  prior  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Chief.  Aircraft  Engineering 
Division.  FAA  Western  Region,  may  adjust 
the  repetitive  inspection  intervals  specified 
in  this  AD  to  permit  compliance  at  an  estab¬ 
lished  inspection  period  of  the  operator  if 
the  request  contains  substantiating  data  to 
Justify  the  increase  for  such  operator. 

(Lockheed  Alert  Service  Bulletins  88/SB- 
576  Revision  No.  1  dated  April  8,  1963,  and 
88/SB-576B  dated  March  17,  1964,  cover  this 
same  subject.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  7,  1964. 

C.  W.  Walker, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-10421;  Filed,  Oct.  13.  1964; 

8:45  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

[12  CFR  Part  335  1 

SECURITIES  OF  INSURED  STATE 
NONMEMBER  BANKS 

Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Comments 

The  Federal  Register  of  August  26, 
1964,  page  12116  et  seq.,  and  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  September  17,  1964, 
page  13042  et  seq.,  contain  notices  of 
proposed  rule  making  and  set  forth  a 
proposed  new  Part  335  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation’s  rules 
and  regulations  [12  CFR  Part  301  et 
seq.]  which  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance '  Corporation 
is  considering  adopting  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Public  Law  88-467  of  the 
88th  Congress.  2d  session,  approved 
August  20, 1964. 

The  proposed  rules  relate  to  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  securities  by  insured  banks  which 
are  not  members  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  The  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  August  26,  1964,  invited  any  rele¬ 
vant  data,  views  or  arguments  relating 
to  the  proposed  rules  from  interested 
persons  for  consideration  by  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  the  Federal  Deposit  In¬ 
surance  Corporation,  such  data,  views  or 
arguments  to  be  submitted  by  September 
21,  1964.  The  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  September  17,  1964,  invited  any 
such  material  relating  to  the  proposed 


rules  published  therewith  to  be  submitted 
not  later  than  October  21,  1964.  By 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Sep- 
tmber  30,  1964,  the  time  within  which 
interested  persons  may  submit  any  rele¬ 
vant  data,  views  or  arguments  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  rules  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  August  26,  1964, 
was  extended  to  October  21,  1964.  The 
time  within  which  interested  persons 
may  submit  any  relevant  data,  views  or 
arguments  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
rules  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  August  26,  1964,  and  September  17, 
1964,  has  been  extended  to  November  23 
1964. 

Dated  this  8th  day  of  October  1964. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation, 

[seal]  E.  F,  Downey, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-10407;  Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:45  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Part  31  1 

FRUIT-FLAVORED  NONCARBONATED 
BEVERAGES 

Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Com¬ 
ments  on  Proposed  Definition  and 
Standard  of  Identity 

In  the  matter  of  establishing  a  defini¬ 
tion  and  standard  of  identity  for  fruit- 
flavored  noncarbonated  beverages; 

A  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  in 
the  above-identified  matter  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  August 
13,  1964  (29  FJL  11627),  and  granted  a 
period  of  60  days  for  the  filing  of  com¬ 
ments.  The  Cmnmissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  has  received  a  request  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  this  time.  Good  reason  there¬ 
for  appearing,  the  time  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  in  this  matter  is  extended  to 
December  1,  1964. 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat. 
1046,  1055,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C.  341, 
371)  and  imder  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR 
2.90;  29FJ1.471). 

Dated:  October  7,  1964. 

WiNTON  B.  Rankin, 
Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Planning. 

[FJL  Doc.  84-10449;  PUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.l 


Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

OfRce  of  the  Secretary 

INDIANA,  LOUISIANA,  SOUTH  CAR¬ 
OLINA  AND  WISCONSIN 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Emergency 
Loans  ^ 

•  For  the  purpose  of  making  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  section  321  of  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Farmers  Home  Administration 
Act  of  1961  (7  U.S.C.  1961),  it  has  been 
determined  that  in  the  hereinafter- 
named  counties  and  parishes  in  the 
States  of  Indiana,  Louisiana,  South 
Carolina  and  Wisconsin  natural  disasters 
have  caused  a  need  for  agricultural 
credit  not  readily  available  from  com¬ 
mercial  banks,  cooperative  lending  agen¬ 
cies,  or  other  responsible  sources. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  October  1964. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 


3.  This  delegation  of  authority  shall 
be  effective  immediately. 

David  E.  Bell, 
Administrator. 
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Hendricks. 

Howard. 

Jackson. 

LaGrange. 


Lawrence. 

Martin. 

Miami. 

Morgan. 

Orange. 

Parke. 

Perry. 

Posey. 

Scott. 

l^>encer. 

Steuben. 

Vanderburgh. 

Vermillion. 

Warrick. 

Washington. 


Louisiana 


A£adia. 

Allen. 

Ascension. 
Assumption. 
Avoyelles. 
Calcasieu. 
Cameron.  ^ 

East  Baton  Rouge. 
East  Feliciana. 
Evangeline. 

Iberia. 

Iberville. 

Jefferson. 

Jefferson  Davis. 

Lafayette. 

Lafourche. 

Livingston. 

Orleans. 


Plaquemines. 

Polnte  Coupee. 
Rapides. 

St.  Bernard. 

St.  Charles. 

St.  Helena. 

St.  James. 

St.  John  the  Baptist. 
St.  Landry. 

St.  Martin. 

St.  Mary. 

St.  Tammany. 

Tangipahoa. 

Terrebonne. 

Vermilion. 

Washington. 

West  Baton  Rouge. 
West  Feliciana. 


Colleton. 


South  Carolina 


Wisconsin 


[P.R.  Doc.  64-10461;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964;  IP.R.  Doc.  64-10430;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:48  ajn.]  8:47  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 


Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  emergency  loans  will  not  be  made 
in  the  above-named  Indiana  and  Louisi¬ 
ana  counties  and  parishes  after  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1965,  or  in  the  above-named  South 
Carolina  and  Wlsctnisin  counties  after 
June  30,  1965,  except  to  applicants  who 
previously  received  emergency  or  spe¬ 
cial  livestock  loan  assistance  and  who 
can  qualify  under  established  policies 
and  procedures. 


Agency  for  International  Development 

[Delegation  of  Authority  APR  48] 

ASSISTANT  ADMINISTRATOR  FOR 
AFRICA 

Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  Foreign  Assistance 
Act  of  1961,  as  amended,  and  to  the 
authority  vested  in  the  Administrator  of 
the  Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  under  Delegation  of  Authority  No. 
104  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated 
November  3,  1961,  as  amended,  I  hereby 
delegate  to  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Africa  authority  to  authorize  the 
Director  of  HSAID/Liberia  to  exercise 
the  authorities  described  in  §  206.5  (a) 
and  (d)  (2)  of  Regulation  6  with  respect 
to  the  host  country  contract  for  con¬ 
struction  of  20  rural  schools.  The  amount 
of  $420,000  has  been  subobligated  to  this 
project  under  PIO/T  No.  669-M-99-AA- 
3-30164. 

2.  This  authority  may  not  be  redele¬ 
gated. 

3.  This  delegation  of  authority  shall 
be  effective  immediately. 

David  E.  Bell, 

Administrator. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10429;  PUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:47  a.m.] 

[Delegation  of  Authority  APR  49] 

ASSISTANT  ADMINISTRATOR, 
BUREAU  FOR  AFRICA 

Delegation  of  Authority 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  Foreign  Assistance 
Act  of  1961,  as  amended,  and  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  the  Administrator  of 
the  Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  under  Delegation  of  Authority  No. 
104  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated 
November  3,  1961,  as  amended,  I  hereby 
delegate  to  the  Assistant  Administrator, 
Bureau  for  Africa,  authority  to  author¬ 
ize  the  American  Ambassador  to  Niger 
to  exercise  the  authorities  described  in 
§  206.5(a)  (2)  and  §  206.5(d)  (2)  of  Regu¬ 
lation  6  with  respect  to  the  host  country 
contract  for  construction  of  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  Kolo  Agricultural  School. 

2.  This  authority  may  not  be  redele-, 
gated. 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Dept.  Clrc.  570,  1964  Rev.  Supp.  8] 

INDIANA  INSURANCE  CO. 

Surety  Compariy  Acceptable  on 
Federal  Bonds 

October  8,  1964. 

A  Certificate  of  Authority  as  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  surety  on'  Federal  bonds  has 
been  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
TVeasury  to  the  following  c<»npany 
under  the  Act  of  Congress  approved 
July  30, 1947, 6  U.S.C.  6-13. 

An  imderwrlting  limitation  of  $716,- 
000.00  has  been  established  for  the  com¬ 
pany.  Further  details  as  to  the  extent 
and  localities  with  respect  to  which  the 
company  is  acceptable  as  surety  on  Fed¬ 
eral  bonds  will  appear  in  the  next  revi¬ 
sion  of  Department  Circular  570,  to  be 
issued  as  of  June  1,  1965.  C(H?ies  of  the 
Circular,  when  issued,  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Treasury  D^artment,  Bureau 
of  Accounts,  Surety  Bonds  Branch, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20226. 

state  in  Which  Incorporated,  Name  of  Com¬ 
pany  and  Location  of  Principal  Executive 

Office 

Indiana 

Indiana  Insurance  Co.,  Indianapolis,  ind. 

[seal]  John  K.  Carlock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10438;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.] 

[Dept.  Clrc.  570, 1964  Rev.  Supp.  9] 

OLYMPIC  INSURANCE  CO. 

Surety  Company  Acceptable  on 
Federol  Bonds 

October  9,  1964. 

A  Certificate  of  Authority  as  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  surety  on  Federal  bonds  has 
been  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  following  company  un¬ 
der  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  July 
30,  1947,  6  U.S.C.  6-13. 

An  underwriting  limitation  of  $1,182,- 
000.00  has  been  established  for  the  com¬ 
pany.  Further  details  as  to  the  extent 
and  localities  with  respect  to  which  the 
company  is  acceptable  as  surety  on  Fed¬ 
eral  bonds  will  appear  in  the  next  revi¬ 
sion  of  Department  Circular  570,  to  be  is¬ 
sued  as  of  June  1,  1965.  Copies  of  the 
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Circular,  when  Issued,  may  be  obtained 
fn»n  the  Treasury  Department.  Bureau 
of  Accounts,  Surety-  Bonds  Branch, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20226. 

state  in  Which  Incorporated,  Name  of  Com¬ 
pany  and  Location  of  Principal  Executive 
Office 

CALirOBNlA 

Olympic  Insurance  Co..  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

[SEAL]  John  K.  Caelock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

(FJl.  Doc.  64-1048E:  FUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:47  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 
ANNA  DANZER  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Intention  To  Return  Vested 
Property 

Pursuant  to  the  Agreement  entitled 
'‘Agreement  Between  the  United  States 
of  America  and  the  Republic  of  Austria 
Regarding  the  Return  of  Austrian 
Property,  Rights,  and  Interests"  which 
was  signed  at  Washington  on  Jeuiuary 
30, 1959  and  ratified  by  the  United  States 
on  March  4, 1964,  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  intention  to  return,  on  or  after  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  hereof, 
the  following  property,  subject  to  any  in¬ 
crease  or  decrease  resulting  from  the  ad¬ 
ministration  thereof  prior  to  return,  and 
after  adequate  provision  for  taxes  and 
conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Anna  Danzer,  27  Wrienerstrasse,  Muerz- 
zuachlag.  Stelermark,  Austria;  Claim  No. 
11781;  $486.12  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Dr.  Karl  Duerrigl,  Baumgartenstrasse  58, 
Vienna  XIV,  Axistria;  Claim  No.  28558;  $100.00 
in  the  Treasiuy  of  the  United  States. 

Dr.  Wolfgang  Gzemin,  Oraf  Starhemberg- 
gasse  6,  Vienna  4.  Atistria;  Claim  No.  36390; 
$8,261.93  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Hugo  Schilling,  Brueszlgasse  24/11,  Vienna 
XVI,  Austria,  $1,287.43  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States;  and  Kigitte  Kreuzbauer,  Wal- 
terstrasse  14.  Linz/Donau.  Axistria,  $122.97 
in  the  lYeasury  of  the  United  States;  and 
Anna  Marla  Fuerst,  Hamerlingplatz  7.  Vienna 
vni,  Austria,  $122.97  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States;  and  Hilda  Valek-Brtickl, 
Straxissengasse  13/7,  Vienna  V.  Austria,  Claim 
No.  36779;  $1,222.83  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States. 

Ernst  Woseczek,  Hletzinger  Hauptstrasse 
97  TUr  4,  Vienna  89/13,  Austria;  Claim  No. 
37806;  $110.31  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Hubert  Seblatnigg,  Leonhard  von  Keut- 
schachstrasse  51.  Salzburg.  Austria;  Claim 
No.  37868;  $1,639.04  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

Emanuel  Oruda,  Mareschgasse  14/6,  Vienna 

XV,  Austria:  Claim  No.  41257;  $1,030.66  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Maria  Jauernlg,  Franz  Keimgasse  17,  Maria 
Enzersdorf  am  Gebrlge,  Lower  Austria;  Claim 
No.  41259;  $1,030.66  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States. 

Karl  Jiu^n,  Roseggergasse  17/19,  Vienna 

XVI,  Austria:  Claim  No.  41973;  $442.68  in  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States. 


Barbara  Rindler,  Mittergasse  4.  Saalfelden, 
Salzburg.  Austria;  Claim  No.  42074;  $871.88 
in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Anton  Seiner,  Barichgasse  36,  Vienna  m, 
Austria:  Claims  Nos.  42524  and  42930;  $250.00 
in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Elisabeth  Winkelmayer,  Landgrafenstrasse 
52,  638  Bad  Homburg  v.d.H..  Germany;  Claim 
No.  42556;  $9,097.50  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States..' 

Maria  Dittrich,  Langeg;as8e  9/10,  Vienna 
Vm,  Ausla-ia;  Claim  No.  42609;  $1,395.44  in 
the  Tresisury  of  the  United  States. 

District  Government  Gmunden,  Public 
Welfare  Branch,  Gmunden,  Esplanade  10, 
Upper  Austria;  Claim  No.  44962;  $85.70  in 
the  Treasiuy  of  the  United  States. 

Willibald  Kastner,  Guardian  of  Hedwig 
Koeroessigi,  Stiftgasse  15-17,  Vienna  Vn, 
Austria;  Claim  No.  44983;  $442.81  in  the 
Treasmy  of  the  United  States. 

Antonia  Slaby,  Kogl  No.  7,  Post  Siegharts- 
kirchen.  Lower  Austria;  Claim  No.  44999; 
$2,200.04  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Cyprian  Rindler,  Zwenberg  Nr.  8,  Post 
Penk/Carlnthia,  Austria;  Claim  No.  45019; 
$871.88  in  the  l‘reasxu*y  of  the  United  States. 

Theodor  Seewan  and  Edith  Seewan,  1904 
West  Main,  Houston  6,  Texas;  Claim  No. 
59412;  $256.17  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Ernst  Graf,  Hauptstrasse  187,  St.  Marga- 
rethen,  Burgenland,  Austria;  Claim  No. 
59647;  $161.16  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Dr.  Sigmtmd  Frauendorfer,  Linke  Wienzeile 
56/25,  Vienna  VI,  Austria;  Claim  No.  60939; 
$1,011.06  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Lionel  Strongfort,  Hellbrunner  Allee  65, 
Salzburg-Hellbrunn,  Austria;  Claim  No. 
62364;  $3,174.50  in  the  Treasxiry  of  the  United 
States. 

Dr.  technlng.  Franz  Hoffmann  Post:  Steeg 
am  Hallstftttersee,  Bad  Goisern,  Au  15,  Aus¬ 
tria;  Claim  No.  66527;  $143.19  in  the  Treas¬ 
ury  of  the  United  States. 

Dr.  Gustav  Weissenberg,  Bergstrasse  28, 
633  Wetzlar,  Germany;  Claim  No.  66626; 
$217.75  In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Ludwig  Masch,  Neugebftudestrasse  57, 
Vienna  XI,  Austria;  Claim  No.  66994;  $44.68 
in  the  Treasiiry  of  the  United  States. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
October  7,  1964. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Anthony  L.  Mondello, 
Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-10404;  FUed.  Oct.  13.  1964; 

8:45  am.] 


ABRAHAM  FRAENKEL 

Notice  of  Intention  To  Return  Vested 
Property 

Pursuant  to  section  32(f)  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administra¬ 
tion  thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after 
adequate  provision  for  taxes  and  con¬ 
servatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Professor  Abraham  Fraenkel,  Hebrew  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Jerusalem.  Jerusalem,  Israel;  Claim 
No.  39548;  Vesting  Order  No.  500A-101; 


$262.13  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
October  7,  1964. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[SEAL)  Anthony  L.  Mondello, 

Deputy  Director. 

■  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10405;  Filed,  Oct.  13;  1964; 
8:45  am.] 


JOSEF  HOLZMAYR  ET  AL. 

Amended  Notice  of  Intention  To 
Return  Vested  Property 

The  Notice  of  Intention  to  Return 
Vested  Property  to  Josef  Holzmayr,  et  al., 
which  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  September  30.  1964  (29  F.R. 
13511),  is  hereby  amended  by  deleting 
therefrom  the  following; 

"Walter  Exner,  Frankenbergerstrasse  12, 
3559  Frankenau,  Germany;  Claim  No.  40089; 
$255.06  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.” 

and  substituting  in  place  thereof  the 
following: 

"Walter  Exner,  Frankenbergerstrasse  12, 
3559  Frankenau,  Germany;  Claim  No.  40089; 
$167.76  in  the  Treasviry  of  the  United  States. 

"Mrs.  Edith  Schmaelz,  Speisingerstrasse 
222,  Vienna  XXm,  Austria;  Claim  No.  40089; 
$87.30  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.” 

All  other  provisions  of  said  Notice  of 
Intention  to  Return  Vested  Property  and 
all  actions  taken  by  or  on  behalf  of  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States 
in  reliance  thereon,  pursuant  thereto, 
and  under  the  authority  thereof,  are 
hereby  ratified  and  confirmed. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  8, 1964. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Anthony  L.  Mondello, 

—  .  Deputy  Director, 

Oiffee  of  Alien  Property. 

IF.R.  Doc.  64-10406;  Filed,  Oct,  13,  1964; 
8:45  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  CDMMERGE 

Maritime  Administration 

[Report  No.  42] 

LIST  OF  FREE  WORLD  AND  POLISH 
FLAG  VESSELS  ARRIVING  IN  CUBA 
SINCE  JANUARY  1,  1963 

Section  1.  The  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tion  is  making  available  to  the  appropri¬ 
ate  Departments  the  following  list  of 
vessels  which  have  arrived  in  Cuba  since 
.Tn.nuH.ry  1.  1963,  based  on  information 
received  through  October  5,  1964,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  those  vessels  that  called  at 
Cuba  on  United  States  Government- 
approved  noncommercial  voyages  and 
those  listed  in  section  2.  Pursuant  to 
established  United  States  Government 
policy,  the  listed  vessels  are  ineligible  to 
carry  United  States  Government- 
financed  cargoes  from  the  United  States. 


Wednesday,  October  14,  1964 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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Flag  of  RsGisnr  ano  Nams  of  Ship  Flag  of  Registry,  Naicx  op  Ship — Continued  Flag  of  Registry,  Name  of  Ship — Continued 


i 


i 


Gross 

tonnage 

Total  all  flags — (246  ships).  1. 784, 663 


British  (85  ships) _  672,  854 


Amalia - _* -  7, 189 

Amazon  River _  7, 234 

Ardenode  _  7, 036 

Ardgem _ _  6, 981 

Ardmore  _  4,664 

Ardpatrick  _  7, 054 

Ardrowan  _  7, 800 

Ardsirod  _  7,026 

•♦Arlington  Court  (now  South- 
gate — British  flag) . 

Athelcrown  (Tanker) -  11, 149 

Athelduke  (Tanker) _  9,089' 

Athelmere  (Tanker) -  7,624 

Athelmonarch  (Tanker) -  11,182 

Athelsultan  (Tanker) _  9,149 

Avlslalth  . . . .  7, 868 

Baxtergate  _ —  8, 813 

Canuk  Trader -  7, 161 

Cedar  HIU .  7, 166 

Chipbee  _ _ _  7, 271 

••Cosmo  Trader  (trip  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name.  Ivy  Fair — Brit¬ 
ish  flag) . 

Dairen _  4, 939 

Denmark  Hill _  7, 150 

East  Breeze _  8, 708 

EastfcM’tune _  8,  789 

Elrlni _  7, 402 

Free  Enterprise -  6, 807 

Free  Merchant _  6, 237 

Gartbdale _  7,  542 

Groevenor  Mariner _  7, 026 

Hazelmoor  _  7, 907 

Hemisphere  _  8, 718 

Ho  Fung _  7, 121 

Inchstafla _  5, 255 

•♦Ivy  Fair  (now  Cosmo  Trader — 

British  flag) _ 7,201 

Kinross  _  5,388 

•♦Kirrlemoor  (now  Jhelum — ^Pak¬ 
istani  flag) _  5, 923 

La  Hortensia _  9, 486 

Linkmoor  _ . _  8, 236 

London  Endurance  (Tanker) -  10,081 

London  Glory  (Tanker) _  10,081 

London  Majesty  (Tanker) _  12, 132 

London  Pride  (Tanker) _  10,776 

London  Spirit  (Tanker) _  10, 176 

London  Splendour  (Tanker) _  16, 195 

London  Valour  (Tanker) _  16, 268 

Maple  HUl . . . —  7,139 

Maratha  Enterprise _  7, 166 

Muswell  Hill . 7,131 

Nancy  Dee _  6. 697 

Newdene _  7, 181 

Newforest _  7, 185 

Newgate _  6, 743 

Newglade  _  7, 368 

Newgrove _  7, 172 

Newheath _  5,891 

NewhUl  _ 7,855 

Newlane _  7, 043 

Newmeadow _  5, 654 

Oceantramp _  6, 185 

Ocean trave.  _ 10,477 

Overseas  Pioneer  (Tanker) _  16,267 

Peony _  9, 037 

Redbrook _  7, 388 

Ruthy  Ann _  7, 361 

*St.  Antonio _  6,704 

Sandsend  _  7, 236 

Santa  Granda _  7,229 

Sea  Coral _  10, 421 

Sea  Empress _  10, 074 

Shlenfoon _  7, 127 

Shun  Fung _  7, 148 

Soclyve  _  7, 291 

•’Southgate  (previous  trips  to 
Cuba  under  ex-name,  Arlington 
Court— British  flag) . .  9, 662 


••Ships  appearing  on  the  list  that  have 
■^n  scrapped  or  have  had  changes  in  name 
Mid/or  flag  of  registry. 

No,  201 - 5 


Gross 


Gross 


British — Continued 

Stanwear _ 

Sudbiuy  Hill _ 

Suva  Breeze _ 

Swift  River _ 

Thames  Breesie — 


tonnage 
8, 108 
7, 140 
4. 970 
7,  251 
7,878 


•  •Tlmloe  StavroB  (previous  trips 


to  Cuba  tmder  Greek  flag) _  5, 269 

Venice  _  8, 611 

Vercharmian  _ _ _  T,  266 

Vergmont  _ - _  7, 381 

West  Breeze _  8, 718 

Woldlngham  HIU . .  7,113 

Yungfutary _  5, 388 

Tunglutaton  _  5, 414 

Zela  M_ _ _  7,237 


Lebanese  (57  ships) 


381,488 


Agia  Sophia - - 

Alolos  II . . . 

Ais  Giannis _ 

Akamas _ a. - 

A1  Amin _ 

Alaska _ 

Anthas _ 

Antonis _ 

Ares  _ 

Areti _ 

Aristefs _ 

Astir _ 

Athamas _ _ _ 

Carnation _ _ 

•♦Christos  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Pamit — Greek  flag) 

Claire _ 

Cris  _ 

Dimos  _ : - 

Free  Trader. _ 

Giorgoe  Tsakiroglou _ 

Granikos _ 

Ilena  _ 

loannis  Aspiotis _ 

Kalliopi  D.  Lemos _ 

Kapetsmissa _ 

Katerina _ 

LeftrlCv _ 

Malou  _ 

Mantric _ 

Marichristina _ 

Marymark _ 

Mersinidi  _ 

Mimosa  _ 

Mousse _ 

Nlctrlc _ — 

Noelle _ 

Noeml  _ 

Olga - - 

Panagos  _ 

Parmarina  _ 

•  *Razani  (broken  up) _ 

Rio . 

St.  Anthony _ 

St.  Nicolas _ 

San  George _ 

San  John _ 

San  Spyridon _ 

Stevo  _ 

Taxlarhis  _ 

Tertric _ 

Theodores  Lemos _ 

Theologos _ 

Toula _ 

Troyan  _ 

Vasslliki  . . . . 

Vastric _ _ _ 

VergoUvada  _ 

Yanxilas  _ 


3,106 
7, 256 
6,997 
7, 285 
7, 186 
6, 989 
7,044 
6,259 

4.  557 
7, 176 
6. 995 

5,  324 
4,  729 
4,  884 


5,411 
6,032 
7, 187 
7,067 
7,240 
7,282 
5,925 
7, 297 
5. 103 
7,281 
9, 357 
7, 176 
7, 145 
7,  255 
7, 124 
4,383 
6,782 
7,314 
6, 984 
7,296 
7,  251 
7, 070 
7, 199 
7, 133 

6,  721 
7, 253 
7, 194 

5.349 
7, 165 
7, 267 
5,172 
7,260 

7,  066 

7. 349 
7, 045 
7, 198 
6,529 
4,  561 
7, 243 
7, 192 
6,  453 
6, 339 

10, 051 


Greek  (44  ships) 


349, 606 


Agios  Therapon _ _ _  5, 617 

Akastos  _  7,331 

Aldebaran  (Tanker) _  12,897 

Alice . . .  7, 189 

••Ambassade  (sold  Hong  Kong 

shipbreakers)  _ _ _  8, 800 

Americana _  7, 104 

Anacreon _  7, 359 


Greek — Continued  tonnage 

Anatoli _  7, 178 

••Andromachi  (previous  trips  to 
Cuba  under  ex-name,  Penelope — 

Greek  flag) _  6, 712 

Antonia _  5, 171 

Apollon _  9,  744' 

Armathia  _  7, 091 

Athanassios  K _  7, 216 

Barbarino _  7, 084 

Calliopi  Michalos _  7, 249 

Capetan  Petros _  7,291 

•  *Emba8sy  (broken  up) _  8, 418 

Everest  _  7,031 

Flora  M _  7,  244 

Galini . . . .  7, 268 

•  •Gloria  (now  Helen — G  reek 

flag)  . .  7, 128 


••Helen  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 
name,  Gloria — Greek  flag). 


Irena  _  7, 232 

Istros  n _  7, 275 

Kapetan  Kostis _ I _  5, 032 

Kyra  Hariklia _ _  6, 888 

Maria  Theresa _  7, 245 

Marigo - - 7, 147 

Maroudio _  7, 369 

Mastro-Stelios  II _  7, 282 


••Nicolaos  F.  (previous  trip  to 


Cuba  under  ex-name,  Nicolaos 
Frangistas — Greek  flag) . 

••Nicolaos  Frangistas  (now  Nico¬ 
laos  F. — Greek  flag) _  7, 199 

••Pamit  (now  Christos — Lebanese 

flag)  -  3,929 

Pantanassa -  7. 131 

Paxoi  _  7, 144 


••Penelope  (now  Andromachi — 

Greek  flag) . 

Perseus  (Tanker) _  15, 852 

•♦Plate  Trader  (trip  to  Cuba  un¬ 
der  ex-name,  Stylianos  N.  Vlas- 
sopulos — Greek  flag). 

•♦Presvla  (broken  up) _  10,820 

Propontis  - -  7, 128 

Proteus  (Tanker) _  16, 718 

Redestos  _ 5,911 

••Seirios  (broken  up) _  7,239 

Sirius  (Tanker) _  16, 241 

•Sophia _  7, 030 

••Stylianos  N.  Vlassopulos  (now 
Plate  Trader — Greek  flag) _  7, 244 


••Timios  Stavros  (now  British 
flag). 


Tina _ ^ _  7,362 

Western  Trader _  9, 268 


Polish  (13  ships) . . .  87,426 


Baltyk . . 6,963 

Bialystok _ ! _  7, 173 

By  tom _  5, 967 

Chopin _  6. 987 

Chorzow _  7, 237 

Huta  Florian _  7, 258 

Huta  Labedy _  7, 221 

Huta  Ostrowiec _  7, 175 

Huta  Zgoda _  6, 840 

Kopalnia  Miechowice _  7, 223 

Kopalnia  Slemianowice _  7. 165 

Kopalnia  Wujek _  7, 033 

Plast _  3. 184 


Italian  (12  ships) _ 102,013 


Achllle _  6.  950 

Agostlno  Bertani _  8, 380 

Andrea  Costa  (Tanker) _  10,440 

Aspromonte  _  7, 154 

Giuseppe  Giulietti  (Tanker) _  17, 519 

Montiron _  1,595 

Nazareno _  7, 173 

Nino  Blxio _ 8.427 

San  Francesco - - -  9, 284 

San  Nicola  (Tanker) _  12,461 


•Added  to  Report  No.  41,  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  September  30, 1964. 
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Plao  or  Rbgdqbtbt,  Naxoc  or  Ship — Continued 

OroM 


Italian— OMitinued  tonnage 

Santa  Lucia _ _ _ _ _ _ _  9, 978 

Somalia _  8,862 


YugoslaT  (7  ahlpa)... _  40,926 


Bar _  7, 233 

Oavtat . — .  7, 266 

Cetlnje _  7, 200 

Dugl  Otok _  6, 997 

Mojkovac  _  7, 126 

Promina _ _ _  6, 960 

**'nrebl8n]lca  (Wrecked) _  7,146 


Spanish  (6  ships) _  6,198 


■scorpion  _ _ _ _  999 

Sierra  Andia _  1. 696 

Sierra  Araxusazu _  1,600 

Sierra  Madre _  900 

Sierra  BCarla _  '999 


French  (6  ships) _  12,662 


Circe _  2, 874 

Enee _  1, 232 

Idungo _  4, 820 

Nelee . .  2, 874 

Neve _  862 


Moroccan  (6  ships) _  36,828 


Atlas _ _  10, 392 

Banora _  3, 082 

Marrakech  _ _  3, 214 

Maurltanle _  10, 392 

Toubkal _  8, 748 


Norwegian  (4  ships) _  34, 603 


Lovdal  (Tanker) _ r _  12, 764 

Ole  Bratt . . . . .  6, 252 

Polyclipper  (Tanker) _  11,737 

••Tine — (now  Jeareel — ^Panama¬ 
nian  flag) -  4, 760 


Swedish  (3  ships) _  17, 123 


Amfred  _  2, 828 

••Atlantic  Friend — (now  Atlantic 

Venture — ^Liberian  flag) _  7, 806 

Dagmar _  6, 490 


Finnish  (3  ships) _ i _  26,026 


called  at  Cuba  after  January  1,  1963. 
have  reacquired  eligUiUity  to  carry 
United  States  Government-financed  car- 
sroes  fr(»n  the  United  States  by  virtue  of 
the  persons  who  control  ttie  vessels  hav¬ 
ing  given  satisfactory  certification  and 
assurance: 

(a)  That  such  vessels  will  not,  thence¬ 
forth,  be  employed  in  the  Cuba  trade  so 
long  as  it  remains  the  policy  of  the 
United  States  Government  to  discourage 
such  trade;  and 

(b)  That  no  other  vessels  under  their 
control  will  thenceforth  be  employed  in 
the  Cuba  trade,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (c);  and 

(c)  That  vessels  imder  their  control 
which  are  covered  by  contractual  obliga¬ 
tions,  including  charters,  entered  into 
prior  to  December  16,  1963,  requiring 
their  employment  in  the  Cuba  trade 
shall  be  withdrawn  from  such  trade  at 
the  earliest  opportunity  consistent  with 
such  contractual  obligations. 


Flag  op  RaoisTBTAin)  Name  or  Ship 


Gross 

tonnage 

British  (2  ships) -  28.397 


Overseas  Explorer  (Tanker) _ 16,267 

Streatham  Hill _  7, 130 

b.  Previous  reports: 

Number 

Flag  of  registry;  0/  ships 

British  _  27 

Danish _  2 

French _ ”  2 

Oerman  (West)-. _ : _  2 

Greek _ 26 

Italian _  5 

Japanese _ 2 

Norwegian  _  2 

Spanish  _ _ 2 


Sec.  3.  The  ships  listed  in  sections  l 
and  2  have  made  the  following  number 
of  trips  to  Cuba  since  January  1,  1963. 
based  on  information  received  through 
October  5, 1964: 


Flag  of  registry 

Number  of  trips 

1963 

1064 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Total 

British . 

133 

16 

7 

21 

20 

18 

19 

18 

17 

10 

278 

Lebanese . 

M 

6 

4 

13 

8 

8 

10 

8 

9 

7 

137 

Greek _  _  . . . 

99 

1 

6 

3 

6 

1 

1 

TtAlian 

16 

1 

1 

3 

1 

4 

2 

2 

30 

22 

Norwegian . 

14 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

Spanish _ 

8 

3 

3 

2 

2 

2 

21 

20 

Yugoslav.. . 

12 

,  1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

Moroccan _ 

9 

2 

2 

1 

3 

1 

2 

French . 

8 

1 

2 

2 

13 

Swedish . 

3 

2 

5 

Finnish . 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Cirpriot . 

1 

1 

Danish . 

1 

1 

German  (West).... 

1 

1 

1 

Japanese.! _ _ 

1 

Kuwaiti . 

1 

1 

Netherlands . 

_ _ 

1 

1 

Subtotal . 

870 

26 

23 

39 

87 

37 

41 

41 

40 

24 

678 

Polish . . 

18 

1 

3 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

29 

Grand  total... 

388 

27 

26 

40 

30 

37 

43 

42 

40 

26 

707 

Note;  Trip  totals  In  this  section  exceed  ship  totals  in  Sections  1  and  2  because  some  of  the  ships  made  more  than 
one  trip  to  Cuba. 


Augusta  Paulin _ ^ _  7, 096 

Susan  Paulin _  7, 239 

Valny  (Tanker) _  11,691 


Kuwaiti  (1  ship) : 

Maha  _  1, 392 


By  order  of  the  Deputy  Maritime  Administrator. 
Dated :  October  7. 1964. 


James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 


IF.R.  Doc.  64-10431;  Filed,  Oct.  13, 1964;  8:47  am.] 


CyiNTlot  (1  ship) : 

Adelphos  Petrakis _  7, 134 


Netherlands  (1  ship) : 

Tempo _  499 

Liberian; 


••Atlantic  Venture  (trip  to 
Cuba  under  ex-name,  Atlantic 
Friend — Swedish  flag) . 

Panamanian : 

••Jezreel  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 
name,  Tine — Norwegian  flag). 

Pakistani: 

••Jhelum  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex -name, 
Kirriemoor — British  flag). 

••Ships  appearing  on  the  list  that  have 
been  scrapp^  or  have  had  changes  in  name 
and/or  flag  of  registry. 

Sec.  2.  In  accordance  with  approved 
procedures,  the  vessels  listed  below  which 


[Trade  Route  12] 

U.S.  ATLANTIC/FAR  EAST  TRADE 
ROUTE 

Notice  of  Conclusions  and  Determi¬ 
nations  Regarding  Essentiality  and 
United  States  Flag  Service  Require¬ 
ments 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  October 
7, 1964,  the  Acting  Deputy  Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  acting  pursuant  to  section 
211  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as 
amended,  foimd  and  determined  the  es¬ 
sentiality  and  United  States  fiag  service 
requirements  of  United  States  foreign 
Trade  Route  No.  12  and  ordered  that  the 
following  conclusions  and  determinations 
reached  by  the  Maritime  Administrator 


with  respect  to  said  trade  route  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  : 

1.  Trade  Route  No.  12  as  described  be¬ 
low  is  reAfOrmed  as  an  essential  foreign 
trade  route  of  the  United  States: 

Trade  Route  No.  12 — V.S.  Atlantic/Far 
East.  Between  UJS.  Atlantic  ports  (Maine- 
Atlantic  Coast  Florida  to  but  not  including 
Key  West)  and  ports  In  the  Far  East  (Japan, 
Taiwan,  PhUipplne  Islands,  and  the  Conti¬ 
nent  of  Asia  from  the  Union  of  Soviet 
Socialist  Republics  to  Thailand,  inclusive). 

2.  Requirements  for  United  States  flag 
operations  on  Trade  Route  No.  12  are 
approximately  seven  sailings  per  month 
serving  the  route  exclusively  or  predom¬ 
inantly,  with  some  additional  regularly 
scheduled  U.S.  fiag  sailings  serving  the 
route  in  conjunction  with  other  services. 


V, 
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3.  Existing  freight  diips  of  the  Mariner 
type  are  suitable  for  k^-range  opera¬ 
tion.  Existing  C-2  and  C-3  type  freight 
ships  are  suitable  for  interim  operation, 
pending  replacement  with  faster  ^ps  of 
somewhat  greater  cargo  caring 
capacity. 

4.  Replacement  ships  should  be  com- 
parat^e  to  “Marine”  type  vessels  in 
sp^  and  cargo  capacity  with  provision 
for  the  carriage  of  cargo  in  containers, 
liquid  cargo  in  bulk  and  refrigerated 
cargo. 

Dated:  October  8, 1964. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tor. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64^10432;  Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:47  ajn.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  13777;  Order  £-21382] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Regarding  Specific  Commodity 
Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board,  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  8th  day  of  October  1964. 

Agreements  adopted  by  Traffic  Con¬ 
ference  1  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  specific 
commodity  rates;  Docket  No.  13777, 
Agreement  C.AJB.  17636,  R-60. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
>  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  an  agreement  between  various  air 
carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  other 
carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of 
Traffic  Conference  1  of  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (LATA) ,  and 
adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Resolution  590  (Commodity  Rates 
Board). 

The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  in  LATA  memorandum 
TCI /Rates  2044  names  an  additional 
specific  commodity  rate  as  fololws: 

Item  1082.  Hatching  Eggs. 

Rate,  42  cents  per  kilogram,  minimum 
weight  1,000  kilograms,  from  New  York  to 
Caracas. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102, 204(a),  and  412  of  the  Act,  does  not 
find  the  subject  agreement  to  be  adverse 
to  the  public  interest  or  in  violation  of 
the  Act,  provided  that  approval  thereof 
is  conditioned  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That  Agree- 
Daent  C.A.B.  17666,  R-60,  is  approved, 
provided  that  such  approval  shall  not 
constitute  approval  of  the  specific  com¬ 
modity  description  contained  therein  for 
purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agreement, 
cr  any  interested  person,  may,  within  15 
uays  from  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order,  submit  statements  in  writing  con- 
reasons  deemed  appropriate,  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  data,  in  support 
m  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  action 


herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies 
of  the  statements  should  be  filed  with 
the  Board’s  Docket  Section.  The  Board 
may,  upon  consideration  of  any  such 
statement  filed,  modify  or  rescind  its 
action  herein  by  subsequent  order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10464;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  15529] 

BAGGAGE  LIABILITY  RULES  CASE 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  November  17, 
1964,  at  10  am.,  e.s.t.,  in  Room  925, 
Universal  Building,  Connecticut  and 
Florida  Avraiues  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
before  Examiner  Milton  H.  Shapiro. 

In  order  to  facilitate  conduct  of  the 
conference  interested  parties'  are  in¬ 
structed  to  sulnnit  to  the  examiner  and 
other  parties  on  or  before  November  9, 
1964:  (1)  Proposed  statements  of  issues; 
(2)  proposed  stipulations;  (3)  requests 
for  information;  (4)  statements  of  posi¬ 
tions  of  parties;  and  (5)  proposed 
procedural  dates. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  9, 
_1964. 

[SEAL]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10465;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  15240] 

FLUSHING  HARPS  FOOTBALL  AND 
SOCIAL  CLUB,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Hearing 

'The  Flushing  Harps  Football  and 
Social  Club,  Inc.,  John  Stanley  Boylan, 
individually,  John  Brady,  individually. 
Enforcement  Proceedings;  Docket  No. 
15240. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  matter  has  been  assigned 
to  be  held  on  November  18, 1964,  at  10:00 
a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  Room  925,  Universal  Build¬ 
ing,  Connecticut  and  Florida  Avenues 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner 
Richard  A.  Walsh. 

'Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October 
9, 1964. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10466;  Piled,  Oct.  13.  1964; 

8:48] 

[Docket  No.  14784] 

SLICK  CORP. 

Notice  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Third-level,  door-to-door  deferred 
freight  rates  proposed  by  The  Slick  Cor¬ 
poration,  Docket  14784. 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  Novem¬ 
ber  18, 1964,  at  10:00  am.,  e.s.t.,  in  Room 
607,  Universal  Building,  Connecticut  and 
Florida  Avenues  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
before  Examiner  James  S.  Keith. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October 
9. 1964. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10467;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  CP65-45] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  6,  1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  10,  1964, 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Psuso,  Texas. 
79999,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-45  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing,  for  a  term  continuing  through  but 
not  later  than  December  31,  1965,  the 
delivery  of  natural  gas  to  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  (PG&E) ,  on  an  inter¬ 
ruptible,  best  efforts  basis,  limited,  how¬ 
ever,  to  a  quantity  during  such  term  not 
to  exceed  that  quantity  which  PG&E  has 
paid  for  in  prior  years  and  has  been 
unable  to  take,  but  has  the  right  to  take 
without  further  pa3mient,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  application  indicates  that  PG&E 
has  presently  paid  for  70,147,076  Mcf 
(14.9  psla)  of  gas  under  Rate  Schedule 
G  of  Applicant’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Orig¬ 
inal  Volume  No.  1.  Of  this  amount, 
26,365,612  Mcf  is  receivable  by  PG&E 
through  the  calendar  year  1967  without 
charge  and  the  remaining  43,781,464 
Mcf  is  receivable  by  PG&E  through  the 
calendar  year  1968  without  charge.  In 
order  to  enable  PG&E  to  receive,  at  least 
in  part,  the  said  quantity  of  70,147,076 
Mcf  on  an  accelerated  basis.  Applicant 
proposes  herein  to  make  gas  available 
when  requested  by  PG&E,  on  an  inter¬ 
ruptible,  best  efforts  basis,  in  excess  of 
the  daily  quantities  which  Applicant  is 
obligated  to  deliver  to  PG&E  and  to  other 
California  purchasers  on  a  firm  basis. 

Applicant  and  PG&E  have  entered  into 
an  agreement,  dated  July  24,  1964,  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  proposed  deliveries. 

The  application  shows  the  proposed 
deliveries  will  be  made  by  use  of  existing 
facilities  at  an  existing  delivery  point 
near  Topock,  Ariz. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there  are 
no  problems  which  would  warrant  a 
recommendation  that  the  Commission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
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and  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Clas  Act. 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  hearing  may  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  this  ar^lication  provided  no 
protest  or  petition  to  intervene  Is  filed 
within  the  time  required  herein. ,  Where 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
October  26,  1964. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  64-10426;  Piled.  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP6&-28] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  6,  1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  3,  1964, 
as  supplemented  on  August  25,  1964, 
Tennessee  Oas  Transmission  Company 
(Applicant),  whose  principal  place  of 
business  is  in  Houston,  Tex.,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP65-28  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Oas 
Act  for  permission  and  approval  to  aban¬ 
don  certain  pipeline  facilities  in  Middle¬ 
sex  County.  Mass.,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application,  as  supple¬ 
mented,  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  application  requests  permission 
and  approval  to  abandon,  by  sale  to  the 
Lowell  Oas  Company  (Lowell)  a  lateral 
pipeline  known  as  the  Lowell  Lateral. 
This  line,  consisting  of  approximately 
5.3  miles  of  6-inch  pipeline  and  approxi¬ 
mately  0.3  miles  of  8-inch  pipeline,  is 
utilized  by  Applicant  to  make  deliveries 
of  natural  gas  to  Lowell.  The  application 
states  that  studies  made  by  Lowell  re¬ 
vealed  that  if  the  lateral  were  owned 
and  operated  by  it,  the  line-  could  be 
tapped  at  any  desirable  point  and  thereby 
increase  the  fiexibility  of  its  distribution 
system.  The  application  further  states 
that  if  Lowell  purchased  the  lateral,  it 
would  not  be  necessary  for  Lowell  to 
duplicate  the  facilities.  As  a  result.  Ap¬ 
plicant  and  Lowell  entered  into  a  Pipe¬ 
line  Purchase  Agreement,  dated  June  17. 
1964,  wherein  Applicant  agreed  to  sell 
the  lateral  to  Lowell  at  depreciated  book 
value  as  of  May  31. 1964. 

Applicant  states  that  subsequent  to 
the  proposed  abandonment,  the  deliver¬ 
ies  now  being  made  at  the  terminus  of 
the  Lowell  Lateral  will  be  made  at  its 
Tewksbury  delivery  point,  which  is  ad¬ 
jacent  to  its  16-inch  pipeline  and  0.19 
miles  upstream  of  the  take-off  point  of 
the  lateral  line  to  Lowell. 


This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  imder 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there 
are  no  problems  which  would  warrant 
a  recommendation  that  the  Commission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  O&s 
Act,  and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure,  a  hearing  may  be 
held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  this  application  provided 
no  protest  or  petition  to  intervene  is  filed 
within  the  time  required  herein.  Where 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C..  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
October  26, 1964. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  '64-10426;  Piled.  Oct.  13.  1964; 

8:46  am.] 


[Docket  No.  CP64-270  etc.] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP.  ET  AL. 

Order  Further  Consolidating  Applica¬ 
tions  and  Motion,  Permitting  Inter¬ 
vention,  Denying  Motion,  Resched¬ 
uling  Date  of  Hearing  and  Giving 
Notice  of  Applications,  Supplement 
and  Amendment  to  Applications 
and  Withdrawal  of  Application 

October  6,  1964. 

Transcontinental  Oas  Pipe  Line  Cor¬ 
poration,  Docket  No.  CP64-270;  (jk^orgia- 
Tennessee  Gas  Corporation,  Docket  No. 
CP64-272;  Southern  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  Nos.  (7P64-259,  CP-64-314; 
East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Company, 
Docket  No.  CP65-66;  Tennessee  Oas 
Transmission  Company,  Docket  No. 
CfP64-165;  City  of  Buford.  Georgia, 
Docket  Nos.  CP65-11,  CP65-20;  City  of 
Sugar  Hill,  Georgia,  Docket  Nos.  CP65->10, 
CP65-19;  City  of  Austell,  Georgia,  Docket 
No.  CP65-74. 

By  our  order  of  August  31,  1964,  the 
above-designated  applications  of  Trans¬ 
continental  Gas  Pipe  line  Corporation 
(Transco)  and  Georgia-Tennessee  Gas 
Corporation  (Georgia-Tennessee)  were 
consolidated  with  the  above-designated 
competitive  applications  of  Southern 
Natural  Gas  C(xnpany  (Southern) .  We 
also  prescribed  procedures  to  be  followed 
prior  to  and  at  the  time  of  hearing  and 
also  designated  a  date  for  such  hearing. 


By  our  order  of  September  16,  1964, 
we  also  consolidated  the  (XHnpetitive 
application  of  East  Tennessee  Natural 
Gas  C<»npany  (East  Tennessee)  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  CJP65-66.  At  that  time  we  took 
cognizance  of  Southern’s  motion  for  re¬ 
jection  of  said  application  on  the 
grounds  that  the  application  was  de¬ 
pendent  upon  additional  gas  supplies 
from  Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Com¬ 
pany  (Tennessee),  and  that,  contrary  to 
S  157.13(c)  of  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions,  no  supporting  application  by  Ten¬ 
nessee  had  been  filed.  On  September 
18,  1964,  however.  East  Tennessee  sup¬ 
plemented  its  application  by  filing  a 
cc«)y  of  a  precedent  agreement  with  its 
sole  supplier,  Tennessee.  The  agree¬ 
ment  obligates  Tennessee  to  file  for  an 
amendment  of  its  authorization  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  CP64-165  whereby,  unallocated 
capacity  existing  during  said  authoriza¬ 
tion,  will  be  utilized  so  as  to  increase 
the  capacity  allocated  to  East  Tennessee 
from  154,188  Mcf  per  day  to  164,363 
Mcf  per  day.  East  Tennessee  will,  by 
the  use  of  such  additional  capacity,  be 
enabled  to  meet  the  first  year  (1966) 
requirements  under  its  proposal  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  CP65-66.  Tennessee  also  agrees 
to  timely  seek  the  necessary  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  supply  East  Tennessee’s  1967  and 
1968  project^  requirements.  Concur¬ 
rently  with  the  filing  of  East  Tennessee’s 
suppl^ent,  Tennessee  filed  a  petition 
for  amendment  of  the  C(»nmission’s 
Order,  issued  July  13,  1964,  in  Docket 
No.  CP64-165,  so  as  to  Increase  the  al¬ 
located  capacity  to  East  Tennessee  as 
described  above. 

On  September  18,  1964,  Georgia-Ten¬ 
nessee  filed  a  notice  of  withdrawal  of 
its  application  in  Docket  No.  CP64-272, 
stating  that  due  to  developments,  since 
its  initial  filing,  it  has  decided  that  there 
is  insufficient  economic  incentive  to 
luidertake  the  proposed  construction. 
Concurrently,  Transco  filed  an  sunend- 
ment  to  its  application  in  Docket  No. 
CP64-270,  so  as  to  refiect  a  change  in 
the  facilities  and  service  proposed. 
Transco  now  proposes  to  extend  its 
planned  Georgia  main  line  extension  by 
an  additional  66  miles,  to  the  Georgia- 
Tennessee  State  line.  In  addition, 
Transco  proposes  to  perform  the  service 
previously  cont^plated  by  Georgia- 
Tennessee,  as  well  as  to  serve  the  tri- 
coimty  area  of  Dade,  Walker  and  Ca¬ 
toosa  Counties,  Geor^,  a  service  also 
proposed  by  Southern.  Transco,  by  the 
amendment,  also  revised  its  proposed 
construction  on  its  main  line  and  South 
Louisiana  Gathering  System,  lowering 
the  estimated  cost  of  its  proposal  from 
$20,100,000  to  $17,800,000. 

The  city  of  Sugar  Hill,  Ga.,  filed  on 
July  9,  1964,  and  July  20.  1964,  7(a)  ap¬ 
plications  in  Docket  Nos.  CP65-10  and 
CP65-19  against  Transco  and  Southern, 
respectively,  requesting  an  order  from 
the  Commission  directing  that  either 
Transco  or  Southern  establish  a  new  de¬ 
livery  point  to  said  Applicant. 

'The  city  of  Buford,  Georgia  on  July 
1964,  and  July  20,  1964,  also  filed  7(a) 
applications  in  Docket  Nos.  CP65-11  and 
CJP65-20  against  'Transco  and  Southern, 
respectively.  The  applications  are  vir¬ 
tually  identical  with  those  of  the  city  oi 
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Sugar  Hill.  The  two  cities  are  contigu¬ 
ous  and  currently  receive  their  gas  sup¬ 
ply  from  Transoo  through  a  mutual 
delivery  point. 

Both  applicants  have  filed  motions  re¬ 
questing  consolidation  of  their  respective 
applications  with  the  current  proceeding 
since  the  new  delivery  points  sought 
would  be  located  on  either  the  new  fa¬ 
cilities  proposed  by  Transoo  or  those 
proposed  by  Southern. 

The  city  of  Austell  Natural  Gas  Sys¬ 
tem,  Ga.,  on  September  16,  1964,  filed  a 
7(a)  application  in  Docket  No.  CP65-74, 
requesting  that  Southern  be  directed  to 
provide  a  delivery  point  to  Austell,,  an 
existing  Southern  customer,  from  South¬ 
ern’s  proposed  north  Atlanta  line. 

'  Austell  has  also  filed  a  motion  for 
consolidation. 

Petitions  for  leave  to  intervene  in  one 
or  more  of  the  captioned  docketed  ap¬ 
plications  were  filed  by  the  following 
named  petitioners : 

PBirnONEBS 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

Chattanooga  Gas  Co. 

East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co. 

Carolina  PipeUne  Co. 

KnoxvlUe  UtUitles  Board,  et  al. 

City  of  Buford,  Ga. 

City  of  Sugar  HUl,  Ga. 

South  Carolina  Natural  Gas  Co. 

Alabama  Gas  Corp. 

Mississippi  Valley  Gas  Co. 

Intercoastal  Gas  Corp. 

Atlanta  Gas  Light  Co. 

Long  Island  Lighting  Co. 

Consolidated  Edison  Co.  of  New  York,  Inc. 
Savanah  Gas  Co. 

City  of  AusteU  Natural  Gas  System 
Brookl3m  Union  Gas  Co. 

Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas  Co. 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp. 

The  Water,  Light  and  Sinking  P\ind  Com¬ 
mission  filed  by  City  of  Dalton,  Ga. 

Additionally,  a  notice  of  intervention 
in  this  consolidated  proceeding  has  been 
filed  by  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 

This  order  shall  constitute  notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  7(a)  applications  here¬ 
inbefore  referred  to.  These  applications 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

The  Commission  orders : 

(A)  The  motion  filed  by  Southern 
Natural  Gas  Company  in  Docket  No. 
CP65-66,  is  hereby  denied. 

(B)  The  applications  in  Docket  Nos. 
CP65-11,  CP65-20,  CP65-10.  CP65-19  and 
CP65-74  as  well  as  the  motion  to  amend 
the  order  in  Docket  No.  CP64-165  are  all 
interrelated  with  the  applications  here¬ 
tofore  consolidated  and  in  view  thereof 
are  consolidated  herewith. 

(C)  All  of  the  above-named  petition¬ 
ers  are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in 
this  proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  participation  of  each 
intervener  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  asserted  rights  and  interests  as 
specifically  set  forth  in  its  petition  or  pe¬ 
titions  for  leave  to  intervene:  And  pro¬ 
vided  further.  That  the  admission  of 
these  interveners  shall  not  be  construed 
ss  recognition  by  the  Commission  that 
they  are  or  any  of  them  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders  of 


the  Commission  entered  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

(D)  The  hearing  heretofore  scheduled 
to  commence  on  October  19, 1964,  is  con¬ 
tinued  to  November  9, 1964. 

(E)  Additional  protests  or  petitions  to 
intervene  may  be  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C., 
in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  l.lO)  on 
or  before  October  19,  1964.  All  parties 
permitted  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding 
by  the  instant  order  need  not  refile  to 
intervene  in  the  implications  and  motion 
consolidated  by  our  Ordering  Paragraph 
(B)  above. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10427;  PUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  CP65-42] 

WHEELER  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

October  6,  1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  10,  1964, 
Wheeler  Gas  Company  (Applicant) ,  P.O. 
Box  278,  Wheeler,  Tex.,  79096,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP65-42,  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(a)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commission  di¬ 
recting  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
of  America  (Natural)  to  sell  and  deliver 
up  to  1,500  Mcf  of  natural  gas  daily  to 
Applicant  for  distribution  and  resale  in 
the  towns  of  Briscoe  and  Allison,  Tex., 
and  Reydon,  Okla.,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

The  application  states  Applicant  owns 
and  operates  distribution  systems  in  the 
said  towns  under  franchises  granted  to 
Applicant,  and  has  been  providing 
natural  gas  to  customers  in  the  said 
communities  from  its  production  in 
nearby  gas  areas  now  practically  deplet¬ 
ed.  Customer  requirements  are  being 
met  in  part  from  a  supply  obtained  from 
Natural  under  temporary  authorizations 
granted  Natural  in  Docket  Nos.  CP64- 
140  and  CP64-191. 

The  application  further  states  Appli¬ 
cant  was  unable  to  meet  the  peak  day 
demands  of  its  customers  during  the 
winter  of  1963-64,  and  estimates  it  will 
need  on  a  1964-65  peak  day  636  Mcf  from 
Natural  and  500  Mcf  from  its  own 
production. 

On  August  28,  1964,  Natural  filed  an 
answer  to  Applicant’s  request  stating  it 
is  willing  to  enter  into  a  new  service 
agreement  providing  for  service  to  Ap¬ 
plicant  and  to  sell  natural  gas  to  Appli¬ 
cant  on  the  condition  that  the  provisions 
of  Paragraph  6.1  of  Natural’s  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  contained  in  its 
Rate  Schedule  G-1  be  not  applicable  to 
the  sale  for  the  reason  that  Applicant 
has  its  own  production  and  facilities  at 
the  point  of  requested  delivery.  The 
answer  further  states  that  facilities  cost¬ 
ing  $854  have  been  installed  and  paid 
for  out  of  Natural’s  funds  on  hand  pur¬ 


suant  to  the  above-described  temporary 
authorizations. 

Protests,  petitions  to  intervene  or  re¬ 
quests  for  hearing  in  this  proceeding  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10)  on  or  before  October  27,  1964. 

Joseph  H.  Gutrhw:, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10428;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:46  a.m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHAN6E 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  1-3421] 

CONTINENTAL  VENDING  MACHINE 
CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

October  8, 1964. 

The  common  stock,  10  cents  par  value, 
of  Continental  Vending  Machine  Corp., 
being  listed  and  registered  on  the 
American  Stock  Exchange  and  having 
unlisted  trading  privileges  on  the  Phil- 
adelphia-Baltimore-Washington  Stock 
Exchange,  and  the  6  percent  convertible 
subordinated  debentures  due  September 
1, 1976  being  listed  and  registered  on  the 
i^erican  Stock  Exchange,  pursuant  to 
provisions  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  securities 
on  such  Exchanges  and  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  sections  15 
(c)(5)  and  19(a)(4)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in 
such  securities  on  the  American  Stock 
Exchange,  the  Philadelphia-Baltimore- 
Washington  Stock  Exchange  and  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  for  the  period  Octo¬ 
ber  9,  1964  through  (Xitober  18,  1964, 
both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10422;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Pile  No.  1-4722] 

TASTEE  FREEZ  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

October  8,  1964. 

The  common  stock,  67  cents  par  value, 
of  Tastee  Freez  Industries,  Inc.,  being 
listed  and  registered  on  the  American 
Stock  Exchange,  pursuanjb  to  provisions 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934; 
and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  the  sum¬ 
mary  suspension  of  trading  in  such 
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■eeuriUes  on  such  Exchange  and  other¬ 
wise  tiian  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  required  in  the  public  interest 
and  for  the  protection  of  invesUnv; 

H  i»  ordered.  Pursuant  to  sections 
15(c)(5)  and  19(a)(4)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in 
such  securities  on  the  American  Stock 
Exchange  and  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  be  sum¬ 
marily  suspended,  this  order  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  for  the  peilod  October  9,  1964 
through  October  18,  1964,  both  dates 
inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  OXVAL  L.  DuBoiS, 

Secretary. 

|FJi.  Doc.  64-10423:  Filed.  Oct.  13.  1964: 

8:46  a.in.] 


SMAU  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Delegation  of  Authority  30-IX,  Arndt.  2] 

KANSAS  CITY  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Conduct 
Program  Activities 

Pursuant  to  the  authmity  delegated  to 
the  Regional  Director  by  Delegation  of 
Authority  No.  30  (Revision  9)  as 
amended,  29  FJl.  11777,  12570  and 
13354;  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  30- 
IX.  as  amended,  29  FJl.  12495  and  13127 
is  hereby  further  amended  by  revising 
Items  I.C.3,  I.K.1  and  I.K.2.a  to  read 
as  follows: 

I.  •  •  * 

C.  •  •  • 

3.  To  apiH'ove  the  following: 

a.  Business  loans 

(1)  Direct  not  exceeding  $350,000. 

(2)  Participation  not  exceeding 
$350,000. 

b.  Disaster  loans 

(1)  Direct  not  exceeding  $350,000. 

(2)  Participation  not  exceeding 
$350,000. 

•  •  *  *  • 

K.  *  •  • 

1.  To  approve  the  following: 

a.  Direct  loans  not  exceeding  $100,000. 

b.  Participation  loans  not  exceeding 
$250,000. 

c.  Simplified  Bank  Participation  loans 
not  exceeding  $350,000. 

d.  Simplified  Early  Maturities  Partic¬ 
ipation  loans  not  exceeding  $350,000. 

e.  Direct  disaster  loans  not  exceeding 
$350,000. 

f.  Participation  disaster  loans  not 
exceeding  $350,000. 

2.  To  decline  the  following: 

a.  Business  loans  not  exceeding 
$250,000. 

•  *  *  *  • 

Effective  date:  September  14,  1964. 

C.  I.  Moyxh, 
Regional  Director, 
Kansas  City. 

[FJi.  Doe.  64-10408;  FUed.  Oct.  18.  1964; 

8:46  am.] 


[D^egaitlaBi  of  Authority  30-XI.  Arndt.  3] 

DENVER  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

Delegofion  of  Authority  To  Conduct 
Program  Acth^ies 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
the  Regional  Director  by  Dtiegatloti  of 
Authority^  No.  30  (Revision  9) ,  29  FJL 
11777.  as  amended.  29  FJt.  12570  and 
13354;  Delegation  of  Authority  No.  30- 
XI,  29  FH.  12496,  as  amended,  29  FJR. 
13057  and  13849  is  hereby  further 
amended  by  revising  the  first  sentence 
of  item  LK.  to  read  as  foUows: 

K.  The  following  authority  is  hereby 
redelegated  to  the  Bramdi  Managers  at 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico;  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  and  Casper,  Wyoming.  •  •  • 

Effective  date:  September  28,  1964. 

(]teOR6x  E.  Saunders, 
Regional  Director,  Denver. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-10409;  Filed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:45  am.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  324] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

October  9, 1964. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  have 
been  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  under  the  Commission’s 
Deviaticm  Rules  Revised,  1957  (49  CFR 
211.1(c)(8))  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1 
(d)(4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e) )  at  any  time,  but  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  tbe  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
Deviation  Rules  Revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.  MC  15737  (Deviation  No.  4) ,  AT¬ 
LANTIC  COAST  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  3200  James  Street.  Baltimore,  Md., 
filed  September  30,  1964.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  junction  UB. 
Hlidiways  1  and  130  near  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  N.J..  over  UJS.  Highway  130  to 
Camden,  N.J..  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorised  to  transport  the 


same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  foUows:  From  New  York, 
N.Y.,  over  UJB.  Highway  1  to  Junction 
UB.  Highway  13,  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  13  to  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  thence  by 
ferry  or  bridge  to  Camden,  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  130  to  jimction  UB.  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  40  to 
Baltimore.  Md.,  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  1  to  Ridimond,  Va..  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC  15737  (Deviation  No.  5),  AT¬ 
LANTIC  COAST  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
3200  James  Street,  Baltimore.  Md.,  filed 
September  30, 1964.  Carrier  mroposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  jimction  UB.  Highway 
130  and  n.S.  Highway  1  near  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  NJ.,  over  UB.  Highway  130  to 
junction  New  Jersey  Highway  73,  thence 
over  Tacony-Palmyra  Bridge,  thence 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  73  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  13  in  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  tran^ort  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route,  as  follows:  Prom  New  York, 
N.Y.,  over  UB.  Highway  1  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  13,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  13  to  Philadelphia,  thence  by  ferry 
or  bridge  to  Camden,  N.J.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  130  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  over  U.S.  Efighway  40  to 
Baltimore,  Md.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  to  Richmond,  Va.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC  29840  (Deviation  No.  1),  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  EXPRESS.  INC.,  1501  A 
Avenue,  Sioux  Frills,  S.  Dak.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Donald  A.  Morken,  1000  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis, 
Afinn.,  55402,  filed  October  1,  1964. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  deviation  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
Prom  Omaha,  Nebr.,  over  Nebraska 
Highway  38  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
275;  (2)-  from  Omaha  over  U.S.  Highv/ay 
6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  275;  (3)  from 
Omaha  over  Nebraska  Highway  64  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  275;  (4)  from 
Omaha  over  Nebraska  Highway  36  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  275;  (5)  from 
Omaha  over  Nebraska  Highway  133  to 
junction  Nebraska  Highway  36,  thence 
over  Nebraska  Highway  36  to  jimction 
UB.  Highway  275;  (6)  from  Omaha  over 
Nebraska  Highway  38  to  junction  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  133,  thence  over  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  133  to  junction  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  36,  thence  over 
Nebraska  Highway  36  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  275;  (7)  from  Omaha  over  U.S. 
Highway  73  to  Blair,  Nebr.,  thence  over 
Nebraska  Highway  91  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  275;  (8)  from  Omaha  over 
Nebraska  Highway  133  to  Blair,  thence 
over  Nebraska  Highway  91  to  junction 
US.  Highway  275;  (9)  from  Omaha  over 
U.S.  Highway  73  and  Nebraska  Highway 
133  to  Blfdr,  thence  over  UB.  Highway 
73  to  Tekamah,  thence  over  Nebraska 
Highway  32  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
275;  (10)  from  Winslow  over  U.S.  High- 
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way  77  to  Oakland,  thence  over  Nebraska 
Highway  32  to  Westpoint;  (11)  from 
Omaha  over  U.S.  Highway  73  or  Ne¬ 
braska  idghway  133  to  Blair,  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  73  to  Decatur,  thence  over 
Nebraska  Highway  51  to  junction  with 
Nebraska  Highway  9;  (12)  from  Winslow 
over  U.S.  Highway  77  to  junction  with 
Nebraska  Highway  51,  thence  over  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  51  to  junction  with 
Nebraska  Highway  9;  (13)  from  Omaha 
over  U.S.  Highway  73  or  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  133  to  Blair,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  73  to  Decatur,  thence  over  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  51  to  junction  Nebraska 
Highway  16,  thence  over  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  16  to  junction  Nebraska  Highway  9; 
(14)  from  Winslow  over  U.S.  Highway  77 
to  junction  Nebraska  Highway  51,  thence 
over  Nebraska  Highway  51  to  junction 
Nebraska  Highway  16,  thence  over  Ne¬ 
braska  Highway  16  to  junction  Nebraska 
Highway  9;  (15)  from  Omaha  over  U.S. 
Highway  73  or  Nebraska  Highway  133  to 
Blair,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  73  to 
junction  Nebraska  Highway  94,  thence 
over  Nebraska  Highway  94  to  Pender; 
(16)  from  Winslow  over  U.S.  Highway 
77  to  junction  Nebraska  Highway  94, 
thence  over  Nebraska  Highway  M  to 
Pender;  (17)  from  Omaha  over  U.S. 
Highway  73*  or  Nebraska  Highway  133  to 
Blair,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  73  to 
Dakota  City,  thence  over  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  35  to  Hubbard;  (18)  from  Winslow 
over  U.S.  Highway  77  to  Dakota  CJity, 
thence  over  Nebraska  Highway  35  to 
Hubbard; 

(19)  from  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  over  U.S. 
Highway  77  to  junction  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  94,  thence  over  Nebraska  Highway 
94  to  Pender;  (20)  from  Omaha  over  U.S. 
Highway  73  or  Nebraska  Highway  133 
to  Blair,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  73 
to  Decatur,  thence  over  Iowa  Highway 
175  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  29 
or  U.S.  Highway  75,  thence  over  either 
Interstate  Highway  29  or  U.S.  Highway 
75  to  Sioux  City;  (21)  from  Omaha  over 
US.  Highway  73  or  Nebraska  Highway 
133  to  Blair,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  Missouri  Valley,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  75  to  Onawa,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  75  or  Interstate  Highway  29' 
to  Sioux  City;  and  (22)  from  Omaha  over 
city  streets  to  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  29  to  its 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  its  junction  U.S. 
Highway  75,  thence  over  UJ3.  Highway 
75  to  Onawa,  thence  over  Iowa  Highway 
175  to  its  junction  Interstate  Highway 
29,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  29  to 
Sioux  City;  or  from  Omaha  over  U.S. 
Highway  75  to  its  junction  Interstate 
Highway  29  at  or  near  Onawa,  Iowa, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  29  to 
Sioux  City,  Iowa;  or  from  Omaha  over 
city  streets  to  Council  Bluffs,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  29  to  its  junction 
H.8.  Highway  75  and  UJ3.  Highway  30, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  75  to  Sioux 
wty,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
lor  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities,  over  pertinent  service 
mutes  as  follows:  Prom  Wakefield, 
«ebr.,  over  Nebraska  Highway  16  to 
junction  Nebraska  Highway  9,  thence 


over  Nebraska  Highway  9  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  20,  and  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  20  to  Sioux  City;  frexn  Wake¬ 
field  over  Nebraska  Highway  16  to  jimc- 
tion  Nebraska  Highway  9,  thence  over 
Nebraska  Highway  9  to  Westpoint,  Nebr., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  275  to  Omaha, 
and  from  Wakefield  over  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  35  to  junction  Nebraska  Highway 
15,  thence  over  Nebraska  Highway  15 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  275,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  275  to  Omaha,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoV, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-10442;  Piled,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Notice  689] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

October  9, 1964. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
including  special  rules  (49  CFR  1.241) 
governing  notice  of  filing  of  applica¬ 
tions  by  motor  carriers  of  property  or 
passengers  or  brokers  imder  sections  206, 
209,  and  211  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  certain  other  proceedings  with 
respect  thereto. 

All  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences  will  be  called  at  9:30  a.m.,  United 
States  standard  time,  or  9:30  a.m.,  local 
daylight  saving  time,  if  that  time  is  ob¬ 
served  unless  otherwise  specified. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  52709  (Sub-No.  245)  (RE- 
PUBUCATION) ,  filed  June  25,  1964, 
published  Federal  Register,  issue  of  July 
8,  1964,  and  republished,  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  RINGSBY  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  3201  Ringsby  Court,  Denver,  Colo. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Eugene  Ham¬ 
ilton  (same  address  as  applicant).  By 
application  filed  June  25,  1964,  applicant 
seeks  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  operation,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  drilling  mud  addi¬ 
tives,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  points  in  the 
Nevada  Test  Site  located  within  50  miles 
of  the  U.S.  Post  OflBce  at  Mercury,  Nev. 
The  application  is  unopposed,  has  not 
involved  the  taking  of  testimony  at  a 
public  hearing,  or  the  submission  of  evi¬ 
dence  by  opposing  parties  in  the  form  of 
affidavits,  and  the  public  interest  will 
best  be  served  by  disposition  of  the  mat¬ 
ter  without  issuance  of  a  report  and 
recommended  order.  A  grant  of  au¬ 
thority  in  terms  of  miles  about  a  par¬ 
ticular  point  should  be  avoided.  An 
order  of  the  Commission,  Operating 
Rights  Board  No.  1,  decided  September 
24,  1964,  served  October  5,  1964,  finds 
that  the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  require  operation 
by  applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  of  drilling 
mud  additives,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles. 


from  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission  Ne¬ 
vada  Proving  Grounds  in  Clark,  Lincoln, 
and  Nye  Counties,  Nev.;  that  applicant 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  per¬ 
form  such  service  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder;  that  an  ap¬ 
propriate  certificate  should  be  issued. 
Because  it  is  possible  that  other  parties, 
who  relied  upon  the  notice  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  as  published,  may  have  an  in¬ 
terest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced  by 
the  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  authority 
described  in  the  findings  herein,  a  cor¬ 
rected  notice  of  the  authority  actually 
granted  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  issuance  of  a  certificate 
herein  will  be  withheld  for  a  period  of 
30  days  from  the  date  of  such  publica¬ 
tion,  during  which  period  any  proper 
party  in  interest  may  file  an  appropriate 
protest  or  other  pleading. 

Applications  for  Certificate  or  Per¬ 
mits  Which  Are  To  Be  Processed  Con¬ 
currently  With  Applications  Under 

Section  5  Governed  by  Special  Rule 

1.240  to  the  Extent  Applicable 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  268)  (CLARI¬ 
FICATION)  ,  filed  August  27,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register,  l^ue  of  Sep¬ 
tember  17, 1964,  clarified  October  5, 1964, 
and  republished  as  clarified  this  issue. 
AppUcant:  ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC., 
1077  Gorge  Boulevard,  Akron,  Ohio. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Russell  R.  Sage, 
2001  Massachusetts  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  livestock,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  serving  Albany,  N.Y.,  for 
purposes  of  Joinder  only,  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  present  operations  over 
its  existing  route  between  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  and  New  York,  N.Y.,  as  described 
in  MC  2202,  as  follows:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  New  York,  N.Y., 
serving  all  intermediate  points  in  Ohio 
and  those  between  Peekskill,  N.Y.,  and 
New  York,  N.Y.,  including  Peekskill, 
N.Y.,  as  follows:  From  Cleveland  over 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  Silver  Creek,  N.Y., 
thence  over  New  York  Highway  5  to 
Albany,  N.Y.,  and  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  9  to  New  York,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Note  :  Applicant  states  the  purpose  of  this 
application  is  to  Join  the  aforesaid  route  of 
applicant  with  the  following  routes  of  West¬ 
ern  Express  Company,  which  routes  applicant 
is  seeking  to  pmehase  in  MC-F  8866:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  \musual 
value,  dangerous  explosives,  household  goods 
as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  requiring 
special  eqiilpment,  and  those  injurious  or 
coiitaminating  to  other  lading),  between 
Bo^n,  Mass.,  and  Syracxise,  N.Y.,  (1)  from 
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Boston  over  ICaaeachusetts  Rlghway  9  to 
Pittsfield,  Mass,  (also  Itom  Boston  over  UJB. 
Highway  90  to  Pittsfield),  thenoe  over  UJS. 
Highway  20  via  Albany  and  Caaenovla.  N.T,. 
to  }\mctlon  Mew  Toric  Highway  03,  and 
thenoe  over  New  York  Highway  93  to  Syra¬ 
cuse;  (2)  from  Boston  to  Albany  as  specified 
above,  thence  over  New  York  Highway  5  via 
Vernon,  N.Y^  to  Syracuse;  and  (3)  from  Bos¬ 
ton  to  Vernon  as  s];)eclfied  above,  thence  over 
New  York  Highway  234  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  31,  thenoe  over  New  Yoik  Highway 
31  to  Cicero,  N.Y„  and  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  11  to  Syracuse,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  serving  all  intermediate  points,  and 
off -route  points  arlthln  ten  (10)  miles  of 
the  above  specified  routes,  those  within  ten 
(10)  miles  of  Boston,  and  those  within  ten 
( 10)  miles  ot  Syracuse.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  Is  to  more  clearly  set  forth  ap¬ 
plicant’s  desire  to  serve  Albany,  N.Y.,  toe 
purposes  of  Joinder  <mly,  in  connection  with 
Its  authorised  regular-route  <^>eratlons  be¬ 
tween  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  New  York,  N.Y.. 
as  more  particularly  specified  above.  This 
is  a  matter  to  be  conciurently  handled  with 
MC-F  8866,  published  in  Fedeeal  Registeb 
issue  of  September  10.  1964. 


No.  MC  2866  (Sub-No.  16).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  2.  1964.  Applicant:  EDWARDS 
MOTOR  TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  corpo¬ 
ration,  56  East  Third  Street,  Williams¬ 
port,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorneys:  Robert 
H.  Griswold,  Post  Office  Box  432,  Hanis- 
burg.  Pa.,  and  Morris  J.  Levin,  Cemtinen- 
ted  Building,  Washington  5,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express,  mail,  and 
newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Junction  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highways  45  and  145,  at  or  near 
Lehigh  Gap.  Pa.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
from  junction  Pennsylvania  Highways 
45  and  145,  at  or  near  Lehigh  Gap,  Pa., 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  145  to  Al¬ 
lentown,  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
309  to  Quakertown,  Pa.,  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  313  to  junction 
UjS.  Highway  611  north  of  Doylestown, 
Pa.,  and  thence  over  UJ5.  Highway  611 
to  Philadelphia,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  but  restricted  in  the  following 
manner:  No  passengers  to  be  transported 
over  the  above  specified  route  (a)  be¬ 
tween  Allentown  and  Quakertown,  Pel, 
and  points  intermediate  thereto,  and  be¬ 
tween  Allentown  and  Quakertown,  Pa., 
and  points  intermediate  thereto,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  Philadel¬ 
phia.  Pa.;  and  (b)  between  Frsuskville,  St. 
Clair,  smd  Pottsville,  Pa.,  on  the  one 
himd,  smd.  on  the  other,  PhiladelphisL 
Pa. 

Non:  Applicant  states,  by  virtue  of  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC  2866  (Sub-No.  14).  it  holds 
authority  over  the  above  described  route  but 
subject  to  the  following  restrictions:  (1)  be¬ 
tween  points  on  carrier’s  presently  author¬ 
ised  Interstate  routes  in  the  area  bounded  by 
Shamokin,  Shenandoah.  Hometown.  Tama- 
qua,  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  443  and 
UB.  Highway  309,  Pottsville.  and  Frackville, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  beyond  Philadelphia,  via  the  Phila¬ 
delphia  gateway;  and  (2)  between  points  on 
carrier’s  presently  authorized  interstate 
routes  in  the  area  bounded  by  Shamokin, 
Shenandoah.  Hometown.  Tamaqua,  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  443  and  UB.  Highway 
809,  PottsviUe,  and  Frackville,  Pa.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Allentown  and 
Quakertown,  Pa.,  and  points  intermediate 


'Uiereto.  In  ect,  the  instant  application 
seeks  to  tfimlnate  above  restriction  (1)  ez- 
eqjt  with  napect  to  Frackville,  Si.  Clair  and 
Pottsvills;  to  eliminate  restriction  (3);  and 
to  establish  a  restriction  between  Allentown 
and  Quakertown  and  intermediate  points, 
and  between  Allentown  and  Quakertown  and 
intermediate  points,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  Philadelphia.  It  is  further 
stated,  if  the  Instant  application  is  granted, 
it  win  request  cancellation  of  Certifleate  No. 
MC  3866  (Sub-No.  14) .  The  modification  of 
restrictions  applicable  to  the  above  route  is 
sought  in  connection  with  the  acquisition, 
in  No.  MC-F  8745,  of  a  portion  of  the  au¬ 
thority  now  held  by  Beading  Transportation 
Compviy  iu  Certifleate  Nos.  MC  46047  and 
MC  46047  (Sub-No.  1).  Concxirrently  with 
the  filing  of  this  application,  Edwards  Motor 
Transit  Company  la  seeking  to  become  a 
party  transferee  in  Docket  No.  MC-F  8745. 
This  is  a  matter  directly  related  to  MC-F 
8745,  published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  May  13,  1964. 

Applications  Undkr  Skctions  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  Special  Rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  pnHierty  or  passengers  under  sec- 
tkms  5(a)  and  210a(b)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  certain  ottier  pro¬ 
ceedings  with  respect  thereto.  (49  CJFR 
1.240) 

No.  MC7-P-8896.  Authority  sought  for 
purch£»e  by  STOCKBERGER  TRANS¬ 
FER  &  STORAGE,  INC.,  524  Second 
Street  SW..  Msison  City,  Iowa,  of  the 
operating  rights  of  W.  G.  VAN  VLACJK, 
doing  business  sus  VANS  MOTOR 
SERVICE,  107  Rejmclds  Street,  Man¬ 
chester,  Iowa,  and  for  acquisition  by 
FRED  J.  S’TOCKBERGER.  Post  Office 
Box  1095,  Mason  City,  Iowa,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Ai^licants’  attorney:  William  A.  Lan¬ 
dau,  1307  East  Wsdnut  Street,  Des 
M(^es,  Iowa  50306.  OperaUng  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Poultry  boxes, 
as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregulEu: 
routes,  from  Chicago,  HI.,  to  certsdn 
points  in  Iowa;  feed,  from  Burlington, 
Wis.,  to  certEiin  p<^ts  in  Iowa,  from 
Chicago,  Forest  Park,  said  Calumet,  HI., 
to  certsdn  points  in  Iowa;  animal  feed 
frcHn  Burlington,  Wis.,  to  certain  points 
in  Iowa,  with  exceptions;  twine,  from 
Milwaukee,  '^s.,  to  certain  points  In 
Iowa;  egg  cases  smd  egg  case  material, 
from  Chicago,  HI.,  to  certsdn  points  in 
Iowa;  eggs,  and  live  and  dressed  poul¬ 
try,  from  certain  points  In  Iowa,  smd 
L^loy,  Minn.,  to  Chicsigo,  HI.,  and  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.;  butter,  from  certsdn 
points  in  Iowa,  to  Chicago,  HI.;  roofing 
material,  from  Chicago,  HI.,  to  certsdn 
points  in  Iowa;  chemicals,  from  Chi- 
cstgo,  HI.,  to  Sumner,  Iowa;  fencing  ma¬ 
terial,  from  Sterling,  HI.,  to  certain 
points  in  Iowa ;  drugs  and  druggist 
supplies,  from  Chicago.  HI.,  to  certain 
points  in  Iowa;  brick,  from  Lowell,  and 
Streator,  HI.,  to  certain  pdhts  in  Iowa; 
fresh  meats  and  packinghouse  products, 
in  minimum  shipments  of  12,000  pounds, 
from  Mason  City,  Iowa,  to  Milwaukee, 
Wis.;  plumbing  supplies,  from  Kohler, 
Wis.,  to  MsuTshalltown,  Iowa;  fresh 
meat,  cured  meat  {including  canned 
meat),  lard  and  advertising  matter, 
therefor,  between  Waterloo.  Iowa,  on  the 


one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  certain 
points  in  Wisconsin;  the  commodities 
classified  as  (a)  meat,  meat  products, 
smd  meat  byproducts,  (b)  as  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  (c)  us  suticles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  in  the  appendix  to 
the  report  in  Modification  of  Permits— 
Packing  House  Products,  46  M.C.C.  23, 
from  Waterloo,  Iowa,  to  certsdn  points 
in  Wisconsin;  and  canned  goods,  from 
points  in  Wisconsin  to  points  in  Iowa. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Iowa,  Illinois,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Wisconsin,  North  Dsdeota.  South 
Dakota,  Ksmsas,  Nebrsuka,  smd  Missouri. 
Application  hsts  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-t8897.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WHLMER  RISTOW,  doing 
business  as  RISTOW  TRUCKING, 
Wales,  Wis.,  53183,  of  the  curating 
rights  of  O.  W.  B4ARTIN,  doing  business 
as  MARTIN  TRUCKING.  Post  Office  Box 
428,  Cromwell.  Ind.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Donald  W.  Smith,  511  Fidelity 
Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Fresh 
fruits  and  vegetables,  fresh  frozen  fruits 
and  fresh  frozen  vegetables,  in  con- 
tainCTs,  as  a  contract  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  -routes  from  certain  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin,  Michigan,  Indiana,  and  Ohio,  to 
Chicsigo,  HI.;  racks  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers,  from  Chicago,  HI.,  to  the  above 
origin  points;  vegetables,  fresh  or  green, 
from  p<^ts  in  the  lower  peninsula  of 
Michigsm  nmi^h  of  U.S.  Highway  10,  to 
Chicsigo,  HI.,  from  points  in  the  lower 
peninsula  of  Michigan,  to  points  in  Ran¬ 
dolph  and  Vigo  Counties.  Ind.;  veg¬ 
etables,  fresh,  green,  or  frozen,  from 
points  in  the  lower  peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan,  to  points  in  Henry  Coimty,  Ohio, 
from  points  in  Indiana,  to  points  in 
Henry  County,  Ohio,  frc«n  certain  points 
in  Ohio,  to  points  in  Randolph  and  Vigo 
Counties,  Iiid.,  from  points  in  Wisconsin 
on  and  south  of  UB.  Highway  10,  to 
points  in  Randolph  and  Vigo  Counties, 
Ind.,  and  Henry  County,  Ohio;  empty 
containers  and  racks  for  the  commodi¬ 
ties  described  immediately  above,  from 
:the  destination  points  specified  imme¬ 
diately  above  to  thdr  respective  origin 
points;  vegetables,  fresh,  green,  or  frozen, 
and  empty  containers  and  racks  therefor, 
between  Chicsigo,  HI.,  on  the  one  hand, 
smd,  on  the  other,  points  in  Rsmdolph  and 
Vigo  Counties,  Ind.,  and  Henry  Coimty, 
Ohio,  between  points  in  Randolph  and 
Vigo  Counties,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Henry  County, 
Ohio;  tomatoes,  fresh  or  green,  and 
rocks  and  empty  containers  therefor,  be¬ 
tween  Camden,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Chicago.  HI.,  and 
points  in  Randolph  and  Vigo  Counties, 
Ind.,  and  Henry  County,  Ohio;  and 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  operation  of  canning  plants,  be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  HI.,  on  the  one  hand, 
smd,  on  the  other,  points  in  Randolph 
Coiurty,  Ind.,  smd  Henry  County,  Ohio, 
between  points  in  Randolph  and  Vigo 
Counties,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Henry  County,  Ohio. 
Vendee  Is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Missouri,  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  Iowa 
and  Minnesota.  Application  has  not 
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been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-8898.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  DANCE  PEIEIGHT  LINES. 
INC.,  286  New  Circle  Road.  Lexington, 
Ky.,  of  RELIANCE  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  812  Cawthom  Street, 
Louisville.  Ky.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
R,  L.  DANCE,  920  Dance  Court,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio,  of  control  of  RELIANCE 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  through 
the  acquisition  by  DANCE  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Harry  McChesney,  McClure  Building, 
Frankfort,  Ky.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  controlled:  General  commodities, 
excepting,  among  others,  household 
goods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  r^ular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Lexington. 
Ky.,  serving  all  intermediate  points  be¬ 
tween  Graefenburg  and  Lexington,  Ky., 
including  Graefenburg,  between  Prank- 
fort,  Ky.,  and  Louisville  and  Lawrence- 
burg,  Ky.,  serving  all  intermediate  and 
off-route  points  within  five  miles  of 
Frankfort,  between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
Bardstown,  "Sy.,  serving  the  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  of  Bourbon  and  Nazareth,  Ky., 
between  junction  U.S.  Highway  60  and 
Gilliand  Lane,  approximately  two  and 
one-half  miles  east  of  Middletown,  Ky., 
and  junction  U.S.  Highway  31E  and  Wat- 
terson  Trail,  approximately  two  and  one- 
half  miles  southeast  of  Pisherville,  Ky., 
serving  the  intermediate  point  of  Water- 
fill  &  Prazier  Distillery,  Ky.,  between 
Lexington,  Ky.,  and  Avon,  serv¬ 

ing  all  Intermediate  points.  DANCE 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  Is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Ohio. 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  South 
Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Indiana,  and 
Illinois.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b) 

No.  MC-P-8899.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WESTERN  LINES,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  1145,  Houston  1,  Tex.,  of 
the  operating  rights  and  certain  prop¬ 
erty  of  C.  E.  RHODES,  doing  business  as 

C.  E.  RHODES  TRUCK  LINE.  Post  Office 
Box  272,  Koimtze,  Tex.,  and  for  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  J.  L.  UNKENHOGER.  also  of 
Houston  1,  Tex.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  throdgh  the  piurchase. 
Applicants’  attorney:  Irving  J.  Raley, 
1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Washington, 

D. C.,  20036.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  Lumber,  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  from  points 
in  Louisiana  and  New  Mexico,  to  points 
in  Texas,  from  points  in  Louisiana  and 
Texas,  to  points  in  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Louisiana  (except- from  Tex¬ 
arkana,  Tex.,  to  points  in  that  part  of 
New  Mexico  on  and  north  of  UJ5.  High¬ 
way  66).  Vendee  is  authorized  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Texeus,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Louisiana,  and  Oklahoma,  and  as  a 
contract  carrier  in  Arkansas,  Kansas, 
Oklahoma,  New  Mexico,  Texas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Missouri,  Iowa,  and  Nebraska. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-8900.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ECOPP  TRUCKING,  INC., 
Portville,  Ind.,  of  a  portion  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  of  TAJON  TRUCJKINa 
CO.,  Post  Office  Box  228,  Oak  Street, 
No.  201 - 6 


Grove  City,  Pa.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
V.  D.  Ecoff,  also  of  Portville,  Ind.,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants*  attorney:  Robert  C. 
Smith,  512  Illinois  Building,  Indianap¬ 
olis  4,  Ind.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Lime,  in  containers,  and  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  and  lime,  in  bulk, 
in  pneumatic  tank  vehicles,  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  from 
Springfield,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky.  Maryland.  Michigan, 
Mississippi.  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York  (except  Nassau,  Suffolk,  Queens, 
and  Kings  Counties),  North  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  RESTRICTION: 
The  service  authorized  herein  is  subject 
to  the  restriction  that  no  shipment  of 
lime  in  containers,  or  in  bulk,  in  dump 
vehicles,  shall  be  transported  to  the  sites 
of  glass  manufacturing  plants  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  the  Lower  Peninsula  of 
Michigan,  and  Glenshaw,  South  Con- 
nellsville,  Washington,  Greensburg,  and 
Pord  City,  Pa.,  and  Huntington  and 
Parkersburg,  W.  Va.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Indiana,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Illinois,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Iowa,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Georgia,  Tennessee,  Pennsylvania. 
Plorida,  Mississippi,  West  Virginia,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Iowa,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New 
Hampshire.  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  and  Connecticut.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  imder  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-P-8901.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  TURNER  BROS.  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  INC.,  5501  South  Hattie 
(Mailing  address:  Post  Office  Box  94626) , 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  LONE  STAR 
TRUCBHNG,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  68, 
Joinerville,  Tex.,  75658.  Applicants'  at¬ 
torney:  Rufus  H.  Lawson,  Post  Office 
Box  75124,  106  Bixler  Building.  2400 
Northwest  23d  Street,  Oklahoma  City  7, 
Okla.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Machinery,  equipment,  ma~ 
terials,  and  supplies,  used  in,  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with,  the  discovery,  development, 
production,  refining,  mamffacture,  proc¬ 
essing,  storage,  transmission,  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum 
and  their  products  and  by-products,  and 
machinery,  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies,  used  in  or  in  connection  with, 
the  construction,  operation,  repair,  serv- 
.  icing,  maintenance  and  dismantling  of 
pipe  lines,  includii^  the  stringing  and 
picking-up  thereof,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irre^ar  routes,  between  points  in 
Oklahoma,  and  Arkansas.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Illinois,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  South  Dakota,  Missoiud,  Oklahoma, 
Kansas.  Texas,  Louisiana,  New  Mexico, 
Mississippi,  and  North  Dakota.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC-P-8745  (SAFEWAY  TRAILS. 
INC.,  ET  AL.— PURCHASE— READING 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.) ,  published  in 
the  May  13,  1964,  issue  of  the  Federal 


Register  on  page  6299.  Amendment  filed 
October  2,  1964,  for  joinder  of  ED¬ 
WARDS  MOTOR  TRANSIT  COMPANY, 
56  East  Third  Street,  Williamsport,  Pa., 
as  an  additional  vendee.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torney:  Robert  H.  Griswold,  Post  Office 
Box  432,  Harrisbui^,  Pa.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  express, 
newspapers  and  mail,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  as  a  common  car~ 
rier,  over  regular  routes,  between  Sha- 
mokin,  Pa.,  and  Allentown,  Pa.,  serving 
all  interm^iate  points;  between  Ash¬ 
land,  Pa.,  and  Pottsville,  Pa.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  RESTRICTION : 
'The  service  authorized  herein  is  subject 
to  the  following  conditions:  No  traffic 
shall  be  transported  to  or  from  Potts¬ 
ville,  FrackviUe,  Pa.,  or  points  interme¬ 
diate  thereto,  except  traffic  moving  on 
through  tickets  or  billing  from  or  to 
points  beyond  Pottsville  or  FrackviUe  on 
said  carrier’s  lines  or  on  the  lines  of  the 
Reading  Company,  no  traffic  shaU  be 
transported  between  Pottsville,  Frack- 
ville,  or  points  intermediate  thereto,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Girard- 
vUle,  or  Mahoney  City,  Pa.,  or  points  on 
Pennsylvania  Highway  45  intermediate 
to  Girardville  and  Mahoney  City.  ED¬ 
WARDS  MOTOR  TRANSIT  COMPANY 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  New  York,  Ohio,  New  Jersey, 
and  Pennsylvania. 

Note:  No.  MC-2866  Sub-16  is  a  matter  di¬ 
rectly  related. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  64-10443;  Piled.  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[Notice  22] 

APPLICATIONS  FOR  MOTOR  CARRIER 
“GRANDFATHER”  CERTIFICATE  OF 
REGISTRATION 

October  9,  1964. 

The  foUowing  appUcations  are  filed 
imder  section  206(a)(7)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  as  amended  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1962.  These  appUcations  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  1.244,  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  8,  1962,  page  12188,  which  provides, 
among  other  things,  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  may  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
appUcation  is  pubUshed  in  the  Federal 
Register.  FaUure  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  wiU  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Protests  shaU  set  forth  specifi- 
caUy  the  grounds  upon  which  they  are 
made  and  contain  a  concise  statement 
of  the  interest  of  the  protestant  in  the 
proceeding.  Protests  containing  gen¬ 
eral  aUegations  may  be  rejected.  A  pro¬ 
test  filed  under  these  special  rules  shall 
be  served  upon  appUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive  (or  applicant,  if  no  practitioner  rep¬ 
resenting  him  is  named).  'The  original 
and  six  copies  of  the  protests  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Commission. 
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The  Special  Rules  do  not  provide  for 
publication  of  the  operating  authority, 
but  tile  appllcattois  are  available  at  the 
Commission's  office  In  Washington,  D.C^ 
and  the  field  offices. 

AiHilications  not  included  in  this  pub> 
licatian  will  be  published  at  a  later  date. 

Massachusetts 

No.  MC  97658  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  12.  1963.  Applicant:  NORTH¬ 
AMPTON  k  BOSTON  EXPRESS  SERV¬ 
ICE.  INC..  Post  Office  Box  8,  Hadley, 
Mass.  Authority  sought  to  continue  to 
operate  as  a  commcui  carrier,  under  the 
**frandfather’'  provisions  of  section  (206 
(a)  (7)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
pursuant  to  Certificates  Nos.  5970,  dated 
November  32, 1939,  and  330,  issued  by  the 
Massachusetts  Department  of  Pubhe 
Dtmties. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  BUrolo  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[PJR.  Doe.  64-10444;  PUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:47  sjn.] 


[Notice  688] 

MOTOt  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER 

CARRIER  AND  FREIGHT  FOR¬ 
WARDER  APPLICATIONS 

October  9,  1964. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1.247*  of  the 
Commission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  C7FR  1.247),  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  December  3, 1963, 
effective  January  1,  1964.  These  rules 
provide,  among  other  things,  that  a  pro¬ 
test  to  the  granting  of  an  application 
must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  within 
30  days  after  date  of  notice  of  filing  of 
the  application  is  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  Failure  seasonably  to  file 
a  protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  S  1-40  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  rules  of  practice  which  requires  that 
it  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made  and  specify  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  facts,  matters,  and  things 
r^ed  upon,  but  shall  not  include  issues 
or  allegations  phrased  generally.  Pro¬ 
tests  not  in  reasonable  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  rules  may  be  re¬ 
jected.  The  original  and  six  (6)  copies 
of  the  protests  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  ai^licant’s  represent¬ 
ative,  or  api^cant  if  no  representative 
is  named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing,  such  request  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  fi  1.247(d)(4) 
of  the  Special  Rule.  Subsequent  as¬ 
signment  of  these  proceedings  for  oral 
hearing,  if  any,  will  be  by  Commission 
order  which  will  be  served  on  each  party 
of  record. 

No.  MC  409  (Sub-No.  15).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28, 1964.  Applicant:  O.  E.  POUL- 
SON,  INC.,  Elm  Creek,  Nebr.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Einar  Viren,  904  City 


*  Copies  of  1.247  can  be  obtained  by  writing 
to  the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20423. 


National  Bank  Building,  Omaha.  Nelw.,  'Louisiana,  and  Florida,  and  empty  con- 


68102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  traxugXMrting:  Anhy- 
drons  ammonia  and  fertilizer  eolations, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  site  of 
the  niillhM  Petroleum  Company  plant, 
located  at  or  near  Hoag,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  Elansas,  uid  South  Dtdcota. 

Note;  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  155),  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1964.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road. 
Post  Office  Box  14287,  Houston,  Tex. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
between  Mount  Vernon,  Ind.,  and  points 
within  ten  (10)  miles  thereof,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Oregon,  and  Washington. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  2392  (Sub-No.  32) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  25, 1964.  Applicant:  WHEELER 
TRANSPORT  SERVICE,  INC.,  Box  432, 
Genoa,  Nebr.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
LUptid  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Nebraska  City,  Nebr.,  to  points  in 
Minnesota  and  South  Dakota,  and  dam¬ 
aged  or  rejected  shipments  of  the  above 
described  commodity,  on  return. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
api^cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha.  Nebr. 

No.  MC  10761  (Sub-No.  169),  filed 
S^tember  25. 1964.  Applicant:  TRANS- 
AMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES.  INC., 
1700  North  Waterman  Avenue.  Detroit  9, 
Mich,  ^plicant’s  attorney:  Howell 
Ellis,  Suite  616-618  Fidelity  Building,  111 
Monument  Circle,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind. 
Authority  sought  to  <verate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value,  and 
except  dangerous  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467.  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  q^ecial  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading) ,  serving  Simsbury,  Conn., 
an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular-route 
operations  between  New  Toik,  N.Y.  and 
Hartford.  Conn. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Hartf<xd, 
Conxi. 

No.  MC  17002  (Sub-No.  22) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1964.  Applicant:  CASE  IMHVE- 
WAY,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  1156.  Hunt¬ 
ington,  W.  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Paul  F.  Sullivan,  Barr  Building.  910  17th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  30006. 
Authority  sought  to  (8>erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  ve^le,  over  irregular 
routes,  transpcHting:  Iron  and  steel  arti¬ 
cles,  as  described  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
and  iron  and  steel,  from  points  in  Cabell 
County,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Tennessee, 
'l^rginia.  North  Carolina.  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Alabama,  Georgia.  Bfississippi, 


tainers  or  other  incidental  facilities  (not 
iqiecifled)  used  in  tran^rting  the 
above-described  commodities,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  17829  (Sub-No,  8),  filed 
October  I,  1964.  Applicant:  DiSILVA 
TRANSPORTAHON,  INC.,  30  Middle¬ 
sex  Avenue.  Somerville.  Mass.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Francis  E.  Barrett,  Jr., 
182  Forbes  Building,  Forbes  Road  (at 
South  Shore  Haza) .  Braintree  84,  Mass. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Such  mer¬ 
chandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale, 
retail,  and  chain  grocery  and  food  busi¬ 
ness  houses,  and  in  connection  therewith, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  conduct  of  such  business  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Boston.  Mass.,  to  points  in  Maine 
and  New  Hampshire,  and  returned  and 
damaged  merchandise  of  the  above- 
specified  commodities,  on  return.  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  The  proposed  operations 
herein  will  be  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Elm 
Farm  Foods  Co.  (a  corporation),  of 
Boston,  Mass. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  currently  holds 
contract  carrier  authority  in  Permit  Nos. 
17829  and  Subs  thereto  to  perform  part  of 
the  service  requested.  However,  it  seeks  no 
duplicate  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Boston,  Uses. 

No.  MC  18202  (Sub-No.  8).  filed 
October  2, 1964.  Applicant:  R.  C.  BAR- 
STOW  TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  102  Mid¬ 
dle  Street,  Hadley.  Mass.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  James  E.  Wilson,  Perpetual 
Building,  1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  Fer¬ 
tilizer,  fertilizer  materials,  insecticides 
and  pesticides,  and  related  advertising 
materials  when  moving  at  the  same  time, 
froiil  Carteret,  N.J..  to  points  in  Connec¬ 
ticut.  Massachusetts;  Rhode  Island,  and 
points  in  Hillsboro^  Cheshire,  and  Mer¬ 
rimack  Counties,  NR. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Hartford, 
Conn. 

No.  MC  23942  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
S^t^ber’  17,  1964.  Applicant:  THE 
SEACOAST  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  corporation,  500  Water  Street, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Richard  D.  Sanborn,  Jr.,  Law  Depart¬ 
ment,  Atlantic  Coast  Line  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  in  Certificate  No.  MC  23942  to 
.tran^wrt,  over  regular  routes,  between 
named  points  therein,  in  Virginia,  North 
Carcdina,  South  C^arolina,  Georgia,  Flori¬ 
da.  and  Alabama,  general  commodities, 
without  exceptions,  but  subject  to  re¬ 
strictions,  including  certain  keypoints. 
The  purpose  of  the  subject  application 
is  twofidd:  (1)  Comi^te  removal  of  the 
Fayetteville,  N.a  keypoint,  and  (2) 
mprgpr  of  the  Rocky  Mount,  N.C.  key- 
point  with  the  Wilmington,  N.C.  key- 
point.  Applicant  states  In  connection 
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with  (1),  the  amount  of  less-than-car- 
traffic  handled  bj  the  Atlantic 
Coast  Liite  Railroad  has  steadily  de¬ 
creased  to  and  from  the  Fayetteville, 
N.C.  area  since  the  issuance  of  its  origi¬ 
ns  Certificate  in  1950.  Shipments 
formerly  transferred  at  that  point,  are 
now  bdng  transfmred  at  the  keypolnts 
of  Rocky  Mount,  NX!.,  ox  Florence,  S.C. 
As  applicant  is  presently  authoiized  to 
perform  a  motor  carrier  service  between 
Rocky  Mount.  N.C.  and  Warsaw,  N.C.,  via 
Fayetteville,  complete  removal  of  this 
keypoint  restriction  would  result  in  op¬ 
erating  economies  and  the  ability  to 
render  a  more  efficient  service.  In  con¬ 
nection  with  (2).  applicant  states  that 
under  its  present  authority  it  is  pre¬ 
vented  from  transporting  its  less-than 
carload  traffic  from  Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 
to  Wilmington,  N.C.,  by  motor  vehicle. 
Merger  of  the  Rocky  Mount,  N.C.  key- 
point  with  the  Wilmington,  N.C.  key- 
point  would  allow  aiH>licant  to  discon¬ 
tinue  duplicative  operations  and  effect 
substantial  operating  economies. 

Note:  IT  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Rocky  Mount, 
N.C. 

No.  MC  31600  (Sub-No.  575),  filed 
September  28,  1964.  .^plicsint:  P.  B. 
MUTRIE  MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  Calvary  Street,  Wsdtham,  Mass., 
02154.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Harry  C. 
Ames,  Jr.,  Transportation  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cement,  in  bulk,  from  Wilmington, 
Mass.,  to  East  Haddaxn,  Conn. 

Note:  If  a  hectrihg  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  35540  (Sub-No.  11) ,  filed  Sep- 
tonber  28,  1964.  Applicant:  SCHRO¬ 
DER’S  EXPRESS,  INC.,  1550  Perin 
Street,  Cincinnati  4,  Ohio.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  George  M.  Catlett,  Suite  703- 
706  McClure  Building,  Frankfort,  Ky., 
40601.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
Injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading),  (i)  between  Evansville,  Ind. 
and  Central  City,  Ky.,  from  Evansville 
over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Nortonville,  Ky., 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  62  to  Central 
City,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 

between  Nortonville,  Ky.  and  Calvert 
wty,  Ky.,  from  Nortonville  over  U.S. 
Highway  62  to  jimction  Kentucky  High¬ 
ly  95,  thence  over  Kentucky  Highway 
95  to  Calvert  City,  and  return  over  the 
Reroute;  (3)  between  Dawson  Springs, 
ay.  and  Evansville,  Ind.,  from  Dawson 
^ngs  over  Kentucky  Highway  109  to 
^^dence,  B[y.,  thence  over  Kentucky 
^hway  120  to  junction  Alternate  U.S. 
^hway  41,  thence  over  Alternate  U.S. 
^hway  41  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
80.  toence  over  UB.  Highway  60  to 
l^ctton  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  over 
®^Hway  41  to  Evansville,  and  Re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  and  (4)  be¬ 


tween  E^wisville,  Ind.  and  Owmsboro, 
Ky.,  from  Bvansi^e  over' Indiana  High¬ 
way  66  to  junction  TIB.  IBidiway  231, 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  231  to  Owens¬ 
boro,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  oi^  the 
above-described  routes  (1)  through  (4) 
inclusive,  and  off-route  points  within 
three  (3)  air  miles  of  these  same  routes. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  U  denned  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Evansville, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  40270  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  A.  J. 
CRABBS,  Enid,  Okla.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  John  E.  Jandera,  641  Harrison 
Street,  Topeka,  Kans.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Salt  and  salt  products  and  min¬ 
eral  feed  mixtures,  between  Lyons, 
Kans.,  and  points  within  five  (5)  miles 
thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  that  part  of  Oklahoma 
north  of  a  line  ^ginning  at  the  Okla- 
homa-Texas  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway 
62  to  junction  UB.  Highway  266,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  266  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  64.  and  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64  to  the  Oklahoma-Arkansas  State 
line,  including  points  on  the  indicated 
portions  of  the  highways  specified 
above. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  42963  (Sub-No.  22) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  DANIEL 
HAMMN  DRAYAGE  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  2d  and  ’Tyicr  Streets,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Ernest  A. 
Brooks,  n,  1311-12  Ambassador  Building, 
St.  Louis  1,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Cadet,  Mo.,  and  points  within  ten 
(10)  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  New  Jersey,  New  Yoi±,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Utah,  Virginia,  Washington, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appiicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  44300  (Sub-No.  12) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  HESS 

CARTAGE  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
17065  Hess  Avenue,  Melvindale,  Mich. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Walter  N.  Biene- 
man.  Suite  1700,  1  Woodward  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Mich.,  48226.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Metal  rolling  mill  rolls,  fabricated 
structural  steel,  and  dies,  including  die 
parts,  die  checking  fixtures,  die  models, 
hand  jigs  or  tools,  patterns  and  templates 
moving  in  connection  with  the  dies  be¬ 
tween  Ashland,  Ky.,  points  in  Michigan, 
Ohio,  that  part  of  West  Virginia  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  40,  and  that  part  of  Penn¬ 


sylvania  west  of  UB.  ffighway  19,  includ¬ 
ing  points  on  the  indicated  portions  of 
the  highways  specified. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  is  to  remove  existing  doubts  concern¬ 
ing  appUcanth  transportation  of  tiie  above 
commodities  under  existing  authority  for 
t^e  movement  of  “steel  and  steel  products” 
between  points  in  the  same  territory  de¬ 
scribed.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Detroit, 
Mich. 

No.  MC  45021  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  SPEEDY 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  Page  and  Schuy¬ 
ler  Avenue,  Lyndhurst,  N.J.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bert  Collins,  140  Cedar 
Street,  New  Yoiic  6,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  wholesale  and  retail  grocery 
houses,  between  Lyndhurst,  NJ.,  and 
Secaucus,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Orange,  Rockland, 
Putnam,  Dutchess,  Ulster,  and  Sullivan 
Counties,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut;  RESTRIcnrON:  Under  contract 
with  Hudson  Wholesale  Groceries,  Inc., 
and  J.  Ossola  Company,  Inc.,  and  (2) 
frozen  foods,  between  Secaucus,  N.J.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Rhode  Island  and  points  in  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Chester,  and  Delaware  Counties, 
Pa.;  RESTRICTION:  Under  contract 
with  J.  Ossola  Company,  Inc. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  45158  (Sub-No.  21) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  KUJ.TON 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  2305  Ralph 
Avenue,  Louisville,  Ky.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  and  except 
dangerous  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment) ,  between  Louisville,  Ky., 
and  Shoals,  Ind.,  from  Louisville  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  65  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  60,  thence  over  Indiana  High¬ 
way  60  to  junction  UB.  Highway  50, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Shoals, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  for  purposes  of 
joinder  oifiy,  as  an  alternate  route,  for 
operating  conveni^ce  only.  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  authorized  regular- 
route  operations. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Louisville, 
Ky. 

No.  MC  52729  (Sub-No.  19) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1964.  Applicant:  FIOROT 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Box  43,  Pen  Arygyl, 
Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Frank  A. 
Doocey,  506  Hamilton  Street,  Allentown, 
Pa.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Asbestos 
shingles,  asphalt  shingles,  wood  shingles, 
cedar  shakes,  and  cedar  shake  panels, 
nails,  paint,  shipping  pallets,  and  other 
accessories,  used  in  the  installation  of 
such  products,  from  the  plant  sites,  and 
warehouses  of  Supradur  Manufacturing 
Corporation  located  at  Wind  Gap,  Pa., 
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and  points  within  five  (5>  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  Michigan,  Indiana,  Kentu<^, 
North  Carolina.  South  Carolina,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia,  and  to  the  Port 
of  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  and  pallets,  block¬ 
ing,  and  other  materials,  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  commodities  specified  above, 
and  damaged  and  rejected  shipments,  on 
return. 

Nots:  II  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  55236  (8ub-No.  96).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  OLSON 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  1970 
South  Broadway.  Green  Bay,  Wis.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Adds  and  chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  from  The  Tri-City  Regional 
Port  District  Complex  located  in  Madi¬ 
son  County.  Ill.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Indiana,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  and  Tennes¬ 
see. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  61396  (Sub-No.  113) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28.  1964.  Applicant:  HERMAN 
BROS.  INC.,  2501  North  11th  Street. 
Omaha,  Nebr.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Donald  L.  Stern.  924  City  National  Bank 
Building,  Omaha,  Nebr.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Liquid  fertilizer  in  bulk  in 
tank  trucks  from  Nebraska  City,  Nebr., 
to  points  in  South  Dakota  and  Minnesota 
and  returned  or  rejected  shipments  on 
return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  61440  (Sub-No.  94) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  LEE  WAT 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3000  West 
Reno,  Oklahoma  City,  (Mfla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Building  materials,  gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  and  materials 
and  supplies,  used  in  the  installation  and 
application  of  such  commodities  from  the 
plant  site  of  the  United  States  Gypsum 
Company,  located  at  Southard.  CHcla.,  to 
points  in  Dallas.  Sherman,  Hansford, 
Ochiltree.  Lipscomb,  Hartley,  Moore, 
Hutchinson,  Roberts.  Hemphill,  Oldham, 
Potter,  Carson,  Gray,  Wheeler,  Dead 
Smith,  Randall,  Armstrong.  Donley,  Col¬ 
lingsworth.  Parmer.  Castro,  Swisher, 
Briscoe,  Hall,  and  Childress  Counties, 
Tex.,  and  points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas, 
and  Missouri. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  64932  (Sub-No.  355) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1964.  Applicant:  RCXIERS 
CARTAGE  CO.,  1439  West  103d  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney :  David 
Axelrod,  39  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago  3.  HI.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Adds 
and  chemicals  dry,  in  bulk,  from  points 
in  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St.  Louis,  Ill. 
commercial  zone,  to  points  in  Connecti- 
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cut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Rhode  Island,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Loiiis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  64932  (Sub-No.  356) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29.  1964.  Applicant:  ROGERS 
CARTAGE  CO..  1439  West  103d  Street. 
Chicago,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney :  David 
Axelrod,  39  South  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago  3.  HI.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Spent  phosphoric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles  from  Charlotte,  Mich,  to  Thorn¬ 
ton,  Ind. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  65516  (Sub-No.  3) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23.  1964.  Applicant:  CHRE-- 
TIEN  STORAGE  WAREHOUSE,  INC., 
300  Elm  Street.  BuffaJo,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission  (containerized) , 
and  empty  containers  or  other  incidental 
fadlities  (not  specified)  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  above-described  commodity, 
between  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Al¬ 
legany.  Cattaraugus,  Chautauqua.  Erie. 
Genesee,  Livingston,  Monroe,  Niagara, 
Orleans,  and  Wyoming  Counties,  N.Y. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  69116  (Sub-No.  86).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1964.  Applicant:  SPECTOR 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  205  West 
Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  HI.  Applicant’s 
attorney:'  David  Axelrod,  39  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicetgo  3.  HI.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  C(Hnmission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  (1)  between  Green  Bay,  Wis.,  and 
New  London.  Wis.,  over  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  54,  (2)  between  Green  Bay,  Wis., 
and  Manitowoc,  Wis.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
141,  (3)  between  Fond  du  Lac,  Wis.,  and 
Plymouth,  Wis.,  over  Wisconsin  Highway 
23,  (4)  between  Manitowoc,  Wis.,  and 
Sheboygan,  Wis.,  over  UJS.  Highway  141, 
and  (5)  between  Sheboygan,  Wis.,  and 
junction  UB.  Highway  141,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  57,  over  U.S.  BUghway  141, 
and  return  over  the  same  routes,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points,  as  alternate 
routes  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  applicant’s  regular- 
route  operations. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago. 
Ill. 

No.  MC  74846  (Sub-No.  53),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29.  1964.  AppUcant:  LEWIS  G. 
JOHNSON,  INC.,  Greigg  Street,  Port 
Gibson,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Bert  ColUns,  140  Cedar  Street,  New 
York  6,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Foodstuffs  (except  frozen  foods 
and  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  ve¬ 


hicles),  and  (2)  baby  foods  and  baby 
supplies,  between  points  in  Wayne,  On¬ 
tario.  Yates.  Orleans,  and  Monroe  Conn- 
Ues,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  Florence  (BurUngton  County) 
N.J. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington' 
D.C.,  or  New  Ycark,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  74857  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1964.  AppUcant:  FULLER 
MOTOR  DELIVERY  CO.,  1111  West 
Court  Street.  Cincinnati  3,  <^o.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  David  A.  Caldwell,  900 
Tri-State  Building,  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
45202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Salt,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Scioto  County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Ohio, 
Kentucky,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
operation  wiU  be  limited  to  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  und«:  continuing  contracts  with 
Cargill,  Incorporated  and  Diamond  Crystal 
Salt  Co.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  76177  (Sub-No.  296) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1964.  AppUcant:  BAGGETT 
'TRANSPORTA’nON  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  2  South  32d  Street,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  AppUcant’s  attorney:  Harold 
G.  Hemly,  711  14th  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  29005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Explosives  and  nitro  carbo  nitrate, 
between  the  plant  site  of  the  Hercules 
Powder  Ccmipany  located  near  McAdory, 
Ala.,  and  the  port  of  entry  on  the  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  at  or  near 
Calais,  Maine. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  77572  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1964.  Applicant:  BOND 
TRANSFER  AND  STORAGE  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  1600  Moss  Street,  Columbus, 
Miss.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Henry  K. 
Van  Every,  218  ^2  Fifth  Street  North, 
Columbus,  Miss.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  Columbus,  Miss., 
on  the ,  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Lowndes  County,  Miss. 

Note:  If  a  hesuring  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jackson, 
Miss. 

No.  MC  86913  (Sub-No.  14),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1964.  AppUcant:  EASTERN 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
649,  Warrenton,  N.C.  AppUcant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Edward  G.  Villalon,  Perpetual 
Building.  1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lumber  (except  plsrwood  and  veneer), 
from  points  in  Maine  and  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  to  points  in  Virginia,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee. 
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NoTx:  If  a  hearing  U  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  92319  (Sub>No.  2) .  ffled  Sej?- 
tember  28. 1964.  Applicant:  BOY  oms 
SCHNEPP,  Post  Office  Box  123.  Sault 
Ste.  Marie,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Quentin  A.  Ewert,  Union  Savings  &  Loan 
Building,  117  West  Allegan  Street,  Lan¬ 
sing,  Mich.,  48933.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Beer  and  malt  beverages  and  non¬ 
alcoholic  beverages  from  Minneapolis 
and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  St.  Ignace  and 
Sault  Ste.  Marie.  Mich.,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
usM  in  transporting  the  above  commodi¬ 
ties  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Lansing, 
Mich. 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Aluminum  dross  and  the  product 
thereof,  between  the  plant  of  Federated 
Metals  Division  of  American  Smelting 
and  Refining  Co.,  in  Perth  Amboy,  N.J., 
and  the  plant  of  Chester  Processing 
Company,  Chester,  Pa. 

Notz:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  297),  filed 
September  24,  1964.  Applicant:  PE¬ 
TROLEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION, 
369  Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Pla. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  Jr., 
Atlantic  National  Bank  Building,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Bainbridge,  Ga..  to  points 
in  Florida  beycmd  175  miles. 


No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  450),  filed 
October  2,  1964.  Applicant:  ELDON 
MILLER.  INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer  617, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
veUcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Beverages  and  spirits,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  points  in  California, 
to  points  in  Missouri  on  and  west  of  U.S.  < 
Highway  63. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City. 
Mo. 

No.  MC  102812  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
September  28.  1964.  Applicant:  LUX 
ART  VANS  SERVICE,  INC.,  12270  Mon¬ 
tague,  Pacoima,  Calif.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Philip  Jacobson,  510  West  SixUi 
Street,  Suite  723, -Los  Angeles  14,  Calif. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Livestock  (other 
than  ordinary),  supplies  and  equipment 
used  in  the  care,  exhibition,  and  racing 
of  livestock  (other  than  ordinary),,  mas- 
cots.  lead  ponies,  and  the  personal  effects 
of  attendants  and  trainers,  to  be  trans¬ 
ported  in  the  same  vehicle  with  such 
livestock,  between  points  in  Arizona,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Montcuia,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ok¬ 
lahoma,  Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Texas, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  corresponding  au¬ 
thority  in  Certificate  No.  MC  102812  restricted 
•g&tnst  transportation  (1)  between  points 
In  California,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
^her,  points  in  Clark  County,  Nev.,  and  (2) 
Mtween  any  two  points  both  of  which  are 
tn  the  same  State.  Applicant  states  the 
purpose  of  this  application  is  to  delete  the 
Morementioned  restriction  recited  above  in 
1|)*  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap- 
pil<»nt  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 

v&Ul. 

No.  MC  102885  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Sep- 
J^ber  24,  1964.  Applicant:  JOSEPH 
^KOWSBCI  AND  LEONARD  MAKOW- 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
^AKOWSKI  hauling,  New  Concord 
Jwad,  Concordville,  Pa.  AppUcant’s  air 
^ey:  Morris  J.  Winokur,  Suite  1920, 
Center  Plaza,  John  F.  Ken- 
Boulevard  at  15th  Street,  Phila- 
Phia,  Pa.,  19102.  Authority  sought  to 
'wrate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


Note:  Applicant  states  the  destination 
territory  be  restricted  as  shown  above,  mak¬ 
ing  it  possible  for  service  to  aU  points  in 
Florida.  It  is  further  noted  that  applicant 
holds  authority  under  its  Sub-No.  5  for 
transportation  from  the  origin  point,  to 
points  in  Florida  within  175  miles  from 
orlg^in.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  298) .  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  2,  1964.  Applicant:  PETROLEUM 
CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369  Marga¬ 
ret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Martin  Sack,  Jr.,  Atlantic 
National  Bank  Building.  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  fer¬ 
tilizer,  in  bulk,  frcxn  points  in  Decatur 
County,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  and 
Florida. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  299),  filed 
October  2,  1964.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  Jr., 
Atlantic  National  Bank  Building,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.,  32202.  AuUiority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  alum,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  points 
within  fifteen  (15)  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  Alabama. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  in  Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  300),  filed 
October  2,  1964.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORPORATION.  369 
Margaret  Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Martin  Sack,  Jr., 
Atlantic  National  Bank  Building,  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.,  32202.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  nitrogen  solutions  and  anhydrous 
ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Decatur  County,  Ga.,  to  points 
in  Florida  beyond  175  miles. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  destination 
territory  be  restricted  as  shown  above,  mak¬ 


ing  It  possible  for  service  to  all  points  in 
Florida.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  188),  filed 
September  30,  1964.  Applicant:  MOR¬ 
GAN  DRIVE  AWAY,  INC.,  2800  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North 
Meridian  Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
46208.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers, 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in  truck- 
away  service,  from  points  in  Waime 
County,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  including  Alaska. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  be  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York. 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  189),  filed 
September  30,  1964.  Applicant:  MOR¬ 
GAN  DRIVE  AWAY,  INC.,  2800  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North 
Meridian  Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tran^rorting:  Trailers, 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger 
automobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  from  points  in  Kit 
Carson  Coimty,  Colo.,  to  pointy  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska,  but 
(excluding  Hawaii) . 

Note:  If  a  hearing  be  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  106407  (Sub-No.  21) .  filed  Sep- 
teml^r  24, 1964.  Applicant:  T.E.  MER¬ 
CER  TRU<^KING  CO.,  a  corporation,  920 
North  Main  Street,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Reagan  Sayers, 
Century  Life  Building,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
76102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  aa-^ 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
insular  routes,  tran^rting:  Machin¬ 
ery,  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in,  or  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
struction,  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance  and  dismantling  of  pipe¬ 
lines,  including  the  stringing  and  pick¬ 
ing  up  thereof,  between  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  106914  (Sub-No.  20) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1964.  Applicant:  HAROLD 
FINE,  doing  business  as  AMERICAN 
CARTAGE  COMPANY,  1575  Fairfield 
Avenue.  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Applicant’s 
representative:  G.  H.  Dilla,  5275  Ridge 
Road.  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  household 
goods,  commodities  in  bulk  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment) ,  between 
Lordstown,  Trumbull  County,  Ohio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Cleve¬ 
land.  Ohio. 

Note:  Applicant  states  he  seeks  to  tack 
the  above  authority  with  his  presently  au¬ 
thorized  operation.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 
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No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  319)  (CLARI¬ 
FICATION),  filed  September  8.  1984, 
published  Fbdisal  Registbr.  issue  of 
S^tember  24,  1964,  ammded  October  5, 
1964,  and  republished  as  clarified,  this 
issue.  AiH>licant:  ALTERldAN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  LINES,  INC.,  Poet  Office  Box  65, 
AUapattah  Station,  Miami,  Fla.  33142. 
Authority  sought  to  (4)erate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes.  tranH>orting:  Candy, 
confectionery,  chocolate,  cocoa,  syrup, 
sauces,  toppings,  cocoa  butter,  chocolate 
coating,  and  mWc  and  chocolate  and/or 
cocoa  compounds,  from  Derry  Town^p, 
located  in  Dauphin  Coimty,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Florida. 

Non:  The  piupose  of  this  republicatlon  is 
to  locate  Derry  Township,  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Miami,  Fla. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  321),  filed 
September  25,  1964.  Applicant:  AL- 

TERMAN  TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  65,  AUapattah  Station, 
Miami,  Fla.,  33142.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foods,  food  ingredients 
and  food  materials,  and  related  advertis¬ 
ing  and  promotional  materials,  fnxn 
points  in  Dade  and  Broward  Counties, 
Fla.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  lUinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts.  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska.  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ncu^ 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma.  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note  :  Applicant  states  no  duplicating  au¬ 
thority  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Miami,  Fla. 

No.  MC  107162  (Sub-No.  15),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1964.  AppUcant:  NOBLE  GRA¬ 
HAM,  B  r  i  m  1  e  y  ,  Mich.  AppUcant’s 
attorney:  Jtrtin  T.  Porter,  708  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  BuUding,  Madison.  Wis., 
53703.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  defined  in  Appendix  5 
to  Ex  Parte  No.  MC  45,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
from  the  port  of  entry  on  the  interna¬ 
tional  boundary  Une  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  located  at  or  near 
Sault  Sainte  Marie,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
IlUnois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  North  Dakota,  Ohio.  South  Dakota, 
and  Wisconsin,  and  materials,  supplies, 
machinery  and  machinery  parts  used  or 
useful  in  the  manufacture  of  iron  and 
steel  articles,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Lansing, 
Mich. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  579),  filed 
September  25,  1964.  Applicant:  MAT- 
LACK,  INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue, 
Lansdowne,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Silica  gel  catalyst,  in  bulk,  in  special¬ 
ized  equipment,  from  Cincinnati.  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Arkansas  and  Missouri. 


Note:  If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary. 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  107698  (Sub-No.  38),  filed 
S^tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  BO¬ 
NANZA,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  5526,  Mid¬ 
west  City,  C^a.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Wilburn  L.  Williamson.  443-54  American 
Naticmal  Building,  Oklahoma  City  2, 
Okla.  Authority  sought  to  (^rate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Okmulgee,  Okla.,  to  Arvada, 
Colo.,  Union  City,  Csdif.,  and  points  in 
Oregon  and  Washington  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
used  in  transporting  the  above  commodi¬ 
ties  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  144),  filed 
September  25,  1964.  Applicant:  FRO¬ 
ZEN  FOOD  EXPRESS  (TEX.  CORP.), 
318  Cadiz  Street,  Dallas,  Tex.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  dairy  products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses,  from  Columbus  Junction, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Oklahoma  and 
Arkansas.  RESTRIcmON :  Against 
tacking  or  inter-lining  at  point  of  origin. 

Note:  'If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  does  not  specify  place  of  hearing. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  103),  filed 
September  28,  1964.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  Post  Office  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Max  O.  Morgan. 
443-54  American  National  Building. 
Oklahoma  City  2,  Okla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Source,  special  nuclear 
and  radioactive  materials,  between  the 
facilities  of  United  Nuclear  Corporation, 
located  at  Hematite.  Mo.,  cm  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  San  Diego,  San 
Jose,  and  Canoga  Park,  Calif.,  Ijynch- 
burg,  Va.,  Apollo  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
New  Haven  and  Windsor,  Conn.,  Sche¬ 
nectady,  N.Y.,  Attleboro,  Mass.,  Cleve¬ 
land  and  Sandusky,  Ohio,  White  Plains 
and  Hicksville,  N.Y..  Oak  Ridge  National 
Laboratory,  Oak  Ridge,  Tenn.,  and  Los 
Alamos  National  Laboratory.  Los  Ala¬ 
mos,  N.  Mex. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis  cur 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  109682  (Sub-No.  30).  filed 
September  28,  1964.  Applicant:  BOLEN 
DRTVEAWAY  CO.,  a  corporation,  2208 
Superior  Viaduct.  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Automobiles  and 
trucks,  in  initial  and  import  secondary 
movements  in  both  truckaway  and 
driveaway  movements,  from  South  Bend. 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Tennessee.  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina.  Arkansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana.  Mississippi,  Alabama.  Georgia,  and 
Florida,  and  damaged,  refused,  and  re¬ 
jected  shipments,  on  return. 


Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus’ 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  384),  filed 
September  28,  1964.  Applicant:  QUAL¬ 
ITY  CARRIERS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
339,  Burlington,  Wis.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Fred  H.  Flgge  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Cedartown,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  385),  filed 
September  28,  1964.  Applicant:  QUAL¬ 
ITY  CARRIERS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
339,  Burlington,  Wis.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Fred  H.  Figge  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Adds  and  chemicals,  in  bulk  from 
’Tri-City  Regional  Port  Complex  located 
in  Madison  County,  HI.,  to  points  in  the 
United  ,  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  386),  filed 
September  28,  1964.  Applicant:  QUAL¬ 
ITY  CARRIERS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
339,  Burlington,  Wis.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Fred  H.  Figge  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Yeast  and  blends  and  derivatives 
thereof,  in  bulk,  from  Belleville,  Ill.,  and 
points  within  ten  (10)  miles  thereof,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  681),  filed 
September  23,  1964.  Applicant:  CHEM¬ 
ICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES.  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downington,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorneys:  Leonard  A.  Jas- 
kiewicz,  Madison  Building,  1155  15th 
Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  and  Ed¬ 
win  H.  van  Deusen  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Chemicals,  in  bulk,  between  Mount  Ver¬ 
non,  Ind.,  and  points  within  ten  (10) 
miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  California,  Oregon 
and  Washington. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  682),  filed 
September  29, 1964.  Applicant:  CHEM¬ 
ICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown, 
Pa.  Applicant’s  attorneys:  Leonard  A. 
Jaskiewicz,  1155  15th  Street  NW.,  Mmi- 
son  Building,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  Ed¬ 
win  H.  van  Deusen,  520  East  Lancaster 
Avenue,  Downingtown,  Pa.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
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by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1) 
from  Balitmore,  Md.,  to  points  in  D^- 
ware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia,  and 
(2)  from  points  in  Virginia  (except 
Chesapeake,  Va.)  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  and  West  Virginia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  110563  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
September  25,  1963.  Applicant:  COLD- 
WAY  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  600 
West  North  Street.  Sidney,  Ohio.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Joseph  Scanlan,  111 
West  Washingtcm  Street.  Chicago,  Ill. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Candy,  con- 
fections  and  confectionery  products,  and 
advertising  matter,  premiums,  and  dis¬ 
play  materials,  when  shipped  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  the  foregoing  conunodlties, 
from  Hackettstown,  NJ.,  to  points  in 
Cttiio,  Kentucky.  Michigan.  Indiana.  Il¬ 
linois,  Wisconsin,  and  Missouri,  and 
refused  and  rejected  shipments,  on  re¬ 
turn. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  110264  (Sub-No.  31) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1964.  Applicant:  ALBU¬ 
QUERQUE  PHOENIX  EXPRESS,  INC., 
4500  McLeod  Road  NE.  (Post  OfBce  Box 
404) ,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Paul  P.  Sullivan,  Barr  Build¬ 
ing,  910  17th  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Mo¬ 
tor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods.  17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  between  Dallas,  Tex.,  and 
Mbuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  from  Dallas,  over 
city  streets  thence  over  U.S.  Highways 
80  and  180  to  Port  Worth,  Tex.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  180  to  Snyder,  Tex., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  84,  to  Post. 
Tex.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  84  to 
Port  Sumner,  N.  Mex.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  Encino,  N.  Mex.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  285  to  Clines  Comers, 
N.  Mex.,  thence  over  UJS.  Highway  66  to 
Mbuquerque,  N.  Mex.,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes,  serving  the  intermedi¬ 
ate  point  of  Post,  Tex.,  for  point  of  join- 
oer  only,  and  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  Lubbock,  Tex.,  for  point  of  inter¬ 
change  only,  (2)  between  Snyder,  Tex., 
and  Roswell,  N.  Mex.,  from  Snyder  over 
U.S.  Highway  180  to  Hobbs,  N.  Mex., 
over  U.S.  Highways  62  and  180, 
w  the  junction  of  New  Mexico  Highway 
8  to  junction  of  Farm  Road  529  to  the 
junction  of  New  Mexico  Highway  83, 
^nce  over  New  Mexico  Highway  83  to 
Arteaa,  N.  Mex.,  thence  over  U.S.  High- 
way  2W,  to  Roswell,  K.  Mex.,  and  return 
^er  the  same 'route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  (3)  between  Roswell, 
Mex.,  and  El  Paso,  Tex.,  (a)  from 
KosweU  over  U.S.  Highway  380  to  Car- 


rizozo,  N.  Mex.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  54,  to  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  (b)  from  Roswell,  over  U.S. 
Highway  380  to  Carrizozo,  N.  Mex., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  54,  to  Alamo¬ 
gordo.  N.  Mex.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
70  to  Las  Cruces,  N.  Mex.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  85  to  El  Paso.  Tex.,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes,  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Albuquerque, 
or  Las  Cruces,  N.  Mex.,  and  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  110686  (Sub-No.  25) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1964.  Applicant:  McCOR- 
MICK  DRAY  LINE,  INC.,  Avis,  Pa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  David  A.  Sutherlund, 
1120  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  forgings,  from  points 
in  Ohio  to  Williamsport,  Pa. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Williams- 
p>ort  or  J*hiladelphla.  Pa. 

No.  MC  110988  (Sub-No.  92) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  KAMPO 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  200  West  Cecil  Street. 
Neenah,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  Transportation  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.,  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities,  in  bulk,  hav¬ 
ing  prior  movement  by  rail,  between 
points  in  Colorado,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  C^ltdioma,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  states  no  duplicating  au¬ 
thority  is  being  sought.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary.  iq>pUcant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  111434  (Sub-No.  58) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  DON 

WARD,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  1488,  Du¬ 
rango,  Colo.  (Mailing  address)  241  56th 
Avenue,  Denver,  Colo.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  J.  Al^rt  Sebald,  Equitable 
Building,  Denver,  Colo.,  80202.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement,  in  bags  or 
other  containers,  from  points  in  South 
Dakota  to  points  in  Wyoming  and  to 
points  in  that  portion  of  Nebraska  on 
and  west  of  UH.  Highway  83,  and  re¬ 
jected  shipments,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Rapid  City, 
S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  26),  filed 
September  25,  1964.  Applicant:  AR¬ 
MORED  CARRIER  CORPORAnON, 
222-17  Northern  Boulevard,  Bayside, 
N.Y.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Russell  S. 
Bernhard,  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Bank  checks,  drafts,  and  other  hank 
stationery,  from  Portland.  Maine,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
and  New  Hampshire,  on  behalf  of  ship¬ 
pers  other  than  banks  and  banking  insti¬ 


tutions,  and  (2)  business  papers,  records, 
and  audit  and  accounting  media  of  all 
kinds  (excluding  plant  removals),  (a) 
between  Menlo  Park  (Middlesex  Coun¬ 
ty),  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other.  Audubon  (Camden  County),  N.J. 
(via  Pennsylvania  and  New  York  routes) , 
and  Newburgh  (Orange  County),  N.Y., 
and  (b)  between  Audubon  (Camden 
Coimty) .  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  EZing  of  Prussia  (Montgomery 
County),  and  Philadelphia  (Philadelphia 
County) ,  Pa. 

Note:  AppUcant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  as  a  contract  carrier  In  Per¬ 
mit  No.  MC  112750,  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
New  York.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  261),  filed 
September  25,  1964.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WEST  COAST  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  747,  Wilson  Terminal  Build¬ 
ing,.  Sioux  Fails,  S.  Dak.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Donald  L.  Stem,  924  City  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Frozen  foods 
(2)  potato  products,  other  than  frozen, 
with  or  without  ingredients,  cooked, 
diced,  fiaked,  powdered,  shredded  and 
sliced,  from  Greenville,  Mich.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York.  Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington. 
D.C. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  262),  filed 
September  28,  1964.  Applicant:  MID¬ 
WEST  COAST  ’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Wil¬ 
son  Terminal  Building,  Post  Office  Box 
747,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  57101.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Donald  L.  Stem,  924 
Cfity  National  Bank  Building,  Omaha  2, 
Nebr.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  dairy 
products  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  from  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak., 
Newcastle,  Wyo.,  and  points  within  ten 
miles  thereof,  to  Minneapolis  and  St. 
Paul,  Minn.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  points  in 
Coiinecticut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland.  Massachusetts,  Mich¬ 
igan,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island. 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  111812  (Sub-No.  263),  filed 
October  1,  1964.  AppUcant:  MIDWEST 
COAST  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Wilson  Ter¬ 
minal  Building,  Box  747,  Sioux  Falls, 
S.  Dak.,  57101.  AppUcant’s  attorney: 
Donald  L.  Stern,  924  City  National  Bank 
Building,  Omaha  2,  Nebr.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Impression  paper,  from 
Watervliet,  N.Y.,  to  Sioux  CUty,  Iowa,  and 
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Bnxddngs.  Pierre,  81oux  Falls,  and  Ver-  defined  by  the  Commission  in  17  M.C.C. 
million.  8.  Dak.  467,  between  points  in  8olano,  Napa, 

Noib:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  8onoma,  Contra  Costa  Counties,  Calif, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  None:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
Nebr.  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  San  Ftan- 

No.  MC  112893  (8ub-No.  24),  filed  Calif. 

October  2.  1964.  Applicant:  BULK  No. MC  113678  (8ub-No.  84). filed  8ep> 
TRAN8PORT  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  tember  30,  1964.  AppUcant;  CURTI8, 
Post  0£Bce  Box  339,  Burlington.  Wis.  INC.,  770  East  51st  Avenue,  Denver,  Colo. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Fred  H.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
Figge,  Post  Office  Box  339,  Burlington,  mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir- 
Wis.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  regular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle;  over  foods,  from  IjaiH>rte,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
irregularroutes.  transporting:  Petroleum  Colorado,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  be-  Minnesota,  North  Dakota,  8outh  Dakota, 
tween  Junction  City,  Wis.,  and  points  .  Wisconsin,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New 
within  fifteen  (15)  miles  thereof,  on  the  Jersey,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  UiH>er  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Madison, 

Wis. 

No.  MC  113267  (8ub-No.  135),  filed 
October  1,  1964.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
It  80UTHERN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 

Post  Office  Box  No.  548,  Caseyville,  UL 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Ray  H.  Burroughs 
(same  address  as  applicant) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from  La- 
Porte,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Iowa, 

Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska.  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  and'  Tennessee, 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  113495  (Sub-No.  15) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28. 1964.  AppUcant:  GREGORY 
HEAVY  HAULERS.  INC.,  2  Main  Street, 

Nashville,  Tenn.  AppUcant’s  attorney: 

Wilmer  B.  HiU,  ’Transportation  Building, 

Washington,  D.C.,  20006.  Authority 

sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Earthmoving,  con¬ 
struction,  mining  and  maintenance  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipment,  and  (2)  parts, 
implements,  attachments,  and  acces¬ 
sories  for  the  commodities  named  in  (1) 
above,  between  Raleigh.  N.C.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama, 

Delaware.  Florida.  Georgia,  UUnois,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 

Michigan,  Missl^ppi,  New  Jersey,  New 
York.  Ohio.  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 

South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 

D.C. 

No.  MC  113623  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  WILLIAM 
W.  EDMOND  AND  WESLEY  C.  HAY- 
HURST,  a  partnership,  doing  business 
as  ACME  'TRANSFER  It  STORAGE,  163 
Yolano  Drive,  VaUeJo,  Calif.  AppUcant’s 
attorney:  G.  Alfred  Roensch,  100  Bush 
Street,  San  Francisco  4.  Calif.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle.  Over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods  as 


from  Springfield,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama.  Delaware.  Georgia.  UUnois,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland.  Kansas! 
Arkansas,  Virginia,  Michigan,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Ttennessee, 
South  Carolina,  and  Indiana. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City' 
Mo. 

No.  MC  114364  (Sub-No.  92),  filed 
October  1,  1964.  AppUcant:  WRIGHT 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  16th  and  Elm 
Streets,  Rocky  Ford,  Colo.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Marion  F.  Jones.  Suite  526, 
Denham  Building,  Denver,  Colo.,  80202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  fruits  and 
canned  fruits,  from  Delta,  Colo.,  to 
Joplin,  Mo.,  points  in  Oklahoma  and 
Texas,  points  in  Nebraska  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  281,  and  points  in  Kansas  (ex¬ 
cept  points  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line 
and  extending  along  UJ3.  Highway  77  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  40  and  on  and 
north  of  a  line  extending  from  said  junc¬ 
tion  along  UB.  Highway  40  to  the 
Kansas-Missouri  State  line) . 

Note:  Apfdlcant  states  it  holds  authority 
to  transport  these  commodities  from  this 
origin  to  these  destinations,  subject  to  a 
restriction  that  the  frozen  fruits  and  canned 
fruits  move  in  the  same  vehicle  at  the  same 
time.  The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
remove  that  restriction.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
September  25,  1964.  AppUcant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  780 
North  Prior  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
55104.  AppUcant’s  attorney:  James  R. 
m.  AppUcant’s  attorney:  Madler,  33  North  La  SeJle  Street,  Suite 
son.  First  National  Bank  3600,  Chicago  2,  HI.  Authority  sought  to 
go,  N.  Dak,  Authority  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  hyprod- 
Agricultural  implements,  ucts  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
ry,  and  parts  and  attach-  packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
icultural  implements,  and  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  in  Descriptions  in 
ry,  from  Glencoe,  Minn.,  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
bin  five  mUes  thereof,  and  and  766,  from  Perry,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
HI.,  to  points  in  Alaska,  UUnois,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  North 
isas,  California,  Colorado,  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  Mis- 
ansas,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  souri,  and  Iowa. 

raska,  Nevada,  New  Mex-  Note:  if  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
at,  Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  applicant  does  not  specify  place  of  hearing. 
Wyoming  and  the  i^rfe  of  ^ (Sub-No.  68) ,  filed  Sep- 

bet^een  the  MtS^tXs  tember  28.  1964.  AppUcant:  SHAFFER 
Nnrfb  TRUf^KING,  INC.,  EUzabethville,  Pa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
xpose  of  this  repubiicatlon  Is  routes,  transporting:  Confectionery, 

It  w  producu  (except  In  bulk,  in  tank  veto- 
Ill.  ^  cles),  and  advertising  materials  and  dis¬ 

plays  and  dispensing  equipment  ana 
3908  (Sub-No.  148) ,  filed  premiums,  when  moving  in  connection 
^4.  AppUcant:  ERIC7K-  confectionery,  syrups,  sauces,  top- 

5PORT  CORPORATION,  pings  and  chocolate  products  (except  in 
)x  3180,  706  West  Tampa,  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Oakdale, 

lo.  AppUcant’s  attorney:  caUf.  to  points  in  Arizona,  New  Mexico, 

m,  805  Woodruff  BuUding,  Texas,  Colorado,  Utah,  Nevada,  Wyo- 
lo.  Authority  sought  to  ming,’  Montana,  Idaho,  Oregon,  and 
common  carri^,  by  motor  Washington. 

rregular  routes,  transport-  ^ote:  if  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
Amal  and  poultry  feed  sup-  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
3ulk,  and  in  tank  vehicles,  D.c. 


Wednesday,  October  14,  1964 

No.  MC  114725  (Sub-No.  15).  filed 
September  25. 1964.  Applicant:  WYNNE 
transport  service.  INC.,  1528 
North  llUi  Street.  Onuiha.  Nebr.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  J.  Max  Harding,  Box 
2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Arihydrotu  ammonia  and 
fertilizer,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  site  of  Phillips  Petroleum  Co., 
Anhydrous  Ammonia  Plant  located  at  or 
near  Hoag,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Kansas,  points  in  Missouri  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  63,  and  points  In  South 
Dakota,  and  damaged  or  rejected  ship- 
merits  of  the  above  named  commodities, 
on  return. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  115364  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1964.  Applicant:  GOODMAN 
MOTOR  TRANSPORT  CO.,  LTD.,  5650 
Kingston  Road,  Vancouver  8,  British 
Columbia,  Canada.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  George  B.  LaBissoniere,  333  Central 
Building,  Seattle  4.  Wash.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  between  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boimdary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
at  or  near  Blaine,  Sumas  and  Ljmden, 
Wash.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Washington. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  above  proposed 
transportation  service  will  be  performed  for 
the  account  of  Barnett  Lmnber  Industries, 
Ltd.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  202),  filed 
September  28,  1964.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANSPOR- 
TA-nON,  INC.,  1215  Bankhead  Highway 
West,  Post  OfQce  Box  2169,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs,  in  mixed  shipments  with  frozen 
foods,  from  Westfield  and  Buffalo,  N.Y., 
and  Erie  and  North  East,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
North  Carolina. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  203),  filed 
September  28,  1964.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.  121§  Bankhead  Highway 
West,  Post  Office  Box  2169,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs,  from  Westfield  and  Buffalo,  N.Y., 
tod  Erie  and  North  East,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Florida,  Georgia,  and  South  Carolina. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  already 
the  following  authorities:  (1)  Grape 
products  and  fruit  and  vegetable  Juices,  un- 
from  North  East  and  Erie,  Pa.,  to 
n  Georgia  and  those  in  Florida  on  and 

OTth  of  a  straight  line  extending  between 
•  Augustine  and  Panama  City,  Fla.,  re- 
wncted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic  in 
f^lldated  lots  moving  on  a  single  bUl  of 
components  of  which  are  destined 
^  more  than  one  state,  and  (8) 
In  tnu.  canned  goods  (unfrozen) 

unf^!”  shipments  consisting  of  frozen  and 
cn  products  moving  in  the  same  ve- 
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hide,  from  Westfield,  N.Y.,  and  North  East, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Georgia  and  South  Caro¬ 
lina  and  points  in  that  part  of  Florida,  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ala- 
bama-Florida  State  line,  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  98  to  Perry,  Fla.,  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  27  to  Highway  Springs,  Fla., 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  441  to  Gaines¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  thence  over  Florida  Highway  20 
to  Palatka,  Fla.,  thence  over  Florida  Highway 
207  to  St.  Augustine,  Fla.,  and  the  Atlantic 
Ocean.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  204),  filed 
September  29,  1964.  Applicant:  CO¬ 
LONIAL  REFRIGERA'TED  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  1215  Bankhead 
Highway  West,  Post  Office  Box  2169, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  oVer  irregular  routes,  trans- 
portii^:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat 
byproducts  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
or  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration  from 
Belief ontaine,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Kentucky,  and  Virginia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  116014  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
September  21,  1964.  Applicant:  RALPH 
OLIVER  AND  MRS.  SCOTT  OLIVER, 
doing  business  as  OLIVER  TRUCKING 
CO.,  Bloomfield  Road,  Winchester,  Ky. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  M.  Pearce, 
221  St.  Clair,  Frankfort,  Ky.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Animal  and  poultry  feed, 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  and 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
animal  and  poultry  feeds  (except  in  bulk 
in  tsmk  vehicles)  between  Winchester, 
Ky.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  116254  (Sub-No.  42)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  September  14,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1964,  amended  September  29, 
1964,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issu  e.  Applicant:  CHEM-HAULERS 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  245,  Sheffield,  Ala. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Walter  Harwood, 
Nashville  Bank  and  Trust  Building, 
Nashville  3,  Term.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  commodities,  in  bulk  (except 
cement  and  fly  ash) ,  from  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  27 
and  east  of  the  western  traversal  of  the 
Tennessee  River  (except  points  in  Ham¬ 
ilton  County,  Tenn.),  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  set  forth  the  exact  acope  of  authority 
sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Birmingham, 
or  Montgomery,  Ala. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  34),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  1, 1964.  Applicant:  D  &  L  'TRANS- 
•  PORT,  INC.,  3800  South  Laramie  Ave- 


14145 

nue,  Cicero,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago  3,  HI.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Acids  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  Tri-City  Regional 
Port  District  in  Madison  County,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Indiana,  Hlinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  and  Tennessee. 

Note:  If  »  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  172),  filed 
September  24, 1964.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Elm 
Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  H.  Joyce,  26  North  College,  Fayette¬ 
ville,  Ark.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ba- 
nanas,  in  truckload  shipments  and  (2) 
commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which  is  partially  exempt  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  203(b)  (6)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act  if  transported  in 
vehicles  not  used  in  carrying  any  other 
property,  when  moving  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  at  the  same  time  with  bananas, 
from  Los  Angeles  and  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  to  Boise  and  Twin  Falls.  Idaho. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boise.  Idaho. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  173),  filed 
September  257  1964.  Applicant:  "WIL¬ 
LIS  SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC., 
Elm  Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  H.  Joyce,  26  North  College,  Fayette¬ 
ville,  Ark.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fresh,  frozen  and  canned  fruits  and  ber¬ 
ries,  and  frozen  foods  from  points  in 
Michigan  to  points  in  Arizona,  New 
Mexico,  Colorado,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
and  Oklahoma. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver.  Colo. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  174),  filed 
September  28,  1964.  Applicant:  WIL¬ 
LIS  SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC., 
Elm  Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  John  H.  Joyce,  26  North  Ck>llege, 
Fayetteville,  Ark.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dairy  products,  chilled  and  frozen 
bakery  products,  frozen  fruits,  frozen 
vegetables,  frozen  berries,  frozen  french 
fries^  frozen  pizza,  and  pizza  pie  ingre¬ 
dients,  between  points  in  Colorado, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  New  Mexico. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  175),  filed 
October  1,  1964.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Elm 
Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  H.  Joyce,  26  North  College,  Fay¬ 
etteville,  Ark.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  chemicals,  and  drugs, 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  controlled 
■  temperature  units,  from  Vineland,  N.J„ 
to  Springdale,  Ark. 
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Non:  Zf  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Uttle  Rock, 
Ark. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  176).  filed 
October  2,  1964.  Applicant;  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Elm 
Springs.  Ark.  .^plicant’s  attcKmey: 
John  H.  Joyce,  26  North  College,  Fay¬ 
etteville,  Ark.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fibreboard  boxes,  paper  boxes 
(other  than  corrugated) ,  knocked  down 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  controlled 
temperature  units,  from  Newnan,  Oa., 
to  Fayetteville.  Ark.  _ 

Non:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Little  Rock, 
Ark. 

No.  MC  117303  (Sub-No.  3).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28.  1964.  Applicant:  HUDSON 
VALLEY  CEMENT  LINES,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  23,  Claverack,  N.Y.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Martin  Werner,  2  West 
45th  Street.  New  York  36,  N.Y.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement,  in  bulk, 
from  the  town  of  Oreenport,  Columbia 
County,  N.Y.,  to  Plainville,  Conn.,  and 
returned,  refused,  and  rejected  ship¬ 
ments,  on  return. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117509  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
September  23,  1964.  Applicant:  BEN 
R.  SCHTTiYiT,  doing  business  as  SCHTTIJ 
TRANSPORTATION,  1308  North  13th 
Street,  East  St.  Loids,  Ill.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Th(Hnas  F.  Kilroy,  Suite  1250 
Federal  Bar  Building,  1815  H  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.C..  20006.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  v^lcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Ammonium  ni¬ 
trate,  from  Neosho,  Mo.,  to  points  in 
Florida,  Mississippi,  West  Virginia.  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Qeorgia,  Kentucky,  Alabama, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and 
Virginia. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  117815  (Sub-No.  27) 
(AMENDMENT),  filed  September  14. 
1964,  published  in  Federal  Register  is¬ 
sue  of  September  30,  1964,  amended 
October  1,  1964,  and  republished  as 
amended  this  isisue.  Applicant:  PUL¬ 
LEY  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2341  Eas¬ 
ton  Boulevard,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50317. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  A. 
Landau,  1307  East  Walnut,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa  50316.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  Perry,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Kansas.  Minnesota.  Missouri,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  Michigan. 


Note:  The  piupoee  of  this  republicatlon 
Is  to  add  Wisconsin  and  Michigan  to  the 
destination  States.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Dee  Moines,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  117820  (Sub-No.  3).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  30. 1964.  Applicant :  MICHIGAN 
PISH  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1903  Ban¬ 
croft,  Port  Huron.  Mich.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Robert  D.  Schuler,  Suite  1700, 
One  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Fish  and 
shellfish,  cheese,  pickles  and  olives,  in 
mechanically  refrigerated  equipment, 
from  New  York  City,  N.Y.,  Farmingdale, 
Jersey  CJity,  and  Newark,  N.J.,  Philadel¬ 
phia  and  New  HoUeuid,  Pa.,  to  (I^eveland 
and  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  Detroit,  Mich. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Detroit. 
Mich.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  118014  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  PAUL  J. 
RAMEY,  406  South  Street  James  Boule¬ 
vard,  Evansville,  Ind.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  William  L.  Mitchell,  314-15-16 
Old  National  Bank  Building,  Evansville. 
8.  Ind.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bananas, 
from  Gulfport,  Miss.,  Jacksonville,  Fla., 
and  Mobile,  Ala.,  to  Evansville,  Ind. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Evansville, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  118793  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  30.  1964.  Applicant:  J.  FRAN¬ 
CES  McCarthy,  doing  busines  as  MAC 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  102  Nursery 
Street,  Springfield,  Mass.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  William  P.  Sullivan,  1825  Jef¬ 
ferson  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vrfilcle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages  and  malt  beverage  containers, 
from  Willimansett,  Mass.,  to  points  in 
Connecticult,  Rhode  Island,  New  York, 
and  New  Jersey,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not  spec¬ 
ified)  used  in  transporting  the  above- 
described  commodities,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  119577  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  2.  1964.  Applicant:  OTTAWA 
CARTAGE.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  458, 
Ottawa,  HL  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  darrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Tile  and  clay  products,  from  Carol 
Stream,  Bl.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  facil¬ 
ities  (not  specified)  used  in  transporting 
the  above-described  commodities,  and 
rejected  tile  and  clay  products,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No  32).  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1964.  Applicant:  BEAVER 

TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corporation.  Post 
Office  Box  339,  Burlington,  Wis.  Appli¬ 


cant’s  representative:  Fred  H.  Pigge 
(same  address  as  applicant) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes! 
trani^rting:  Frozen  foods,  potato  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Greenville,  Mich,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Missouri,  Ohio.  Painsylvania, 
Tennessee,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin! 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces&ary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington 
D.C. 

NO.  MC  120979  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  2,  1964.  Applicant:  BRIGHT- 
WOOD  TRANSFER,  INC.,  5210  East  25th 
Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Donald  W.  Smith,  Suite  511 
Fidelity  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.. 
46204.  Applicant  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  House¬ 
hold  goods,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
above-described  commodities,  between 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  points  in  Indiana. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

No.  MC  123212  (Sub-No.  1),  hied 
September  25,  1964.  Applicant:  WHITE 
MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC., 
125  Hillside  Avenue,  South  River,  N.J. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Edward  F.  Bowes, 
1060  Broad  Street,  Newark  2,  N.J.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  TUe,  fluetile,  chim¬ 
ney  lining,  drain  tile,  building  tile,  and 
shale  pipe,  (1)  from  Belle  Mead,  N.J., 
Sharon  Hill,  Quakertown,  and  Somerset, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Efistiict  of  Columbia,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  York,  Rhode  Island,  and 
Virginia,  within  250  miles  of  South 
River,  NJ.,  (2)  from  Belle  Mead,  N.J., 
to  points  in  Pennsylvania  within  250 
miles  of  South  River,  N.J.,  and  (3)  from 
Sharon  Hill,  Quakertown,  and  Somerset, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  123212  (Sub-No.  2),  hied 
September  25,  1964.  Applicant:  WHITE 
MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC., 
125  Hillside  Avenue,  South  River,  N.J. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Edward  F.  Bowes, 
1060  Bii-oad  Street,  Newark  2,  N.J.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Lime,  lime¬ 
stone,  and  limestone  products,  from 
Plymouth  Meeting,  Devault,  and  Mal¬ 
vern,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey,  (2) 
brick,  from  Belle  Mead,  Bordentown, 
Winslow,  and  Fieldsboro,  N.J.,  Crum 
Lsoine,  Phoenixville,  Quakertown,  Shoe- 
makersville,  and  Wyomissing,  Pa-.  ^ 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  District 
of  Columbia,  Maryland,  Massachusette, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Virginia  within  250  miles  of  South 
River,  N.J.,  and  <3)  brick,  from  East 
Windsor  Hill,  Conn.,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  and  Pennsylv^a 
within  250  miles  of  South  River,  N.J. 


Wednesday,  October  14,  1964 

Not*:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia’ 

No.  MC  123212  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
September  25, 1964.  Applicant:  WTir[»K 
MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION  CX>.,  INC 
125  Hillside  Avenue,  South  River,  N.j! 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Edward  P  Bow^* 
1060  Broad  Street,  Newark  2,  n’.J.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
cotrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  contrac¬ 
tors  CQuipment  and  supplies,  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Maryland,  Delaware. 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  and  Rhode 
Island. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia* 

No.  MC  124047  (Sub-No.  27) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  ar!TTWiTO_ 


MAN  TRUCXINa  CO.  OP  OHIO,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  611  South  28th  Street,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wls.,  53246.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  James  R,  Zlperskl  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
Mcle,  over  irregular  routes  transporting; 
Cement,  in  packages,  from  Ironton,  Ohio 
to  West  Virginia  Highway  Projects  near 
Parsons,  W.  Va. 

N<ot:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washingtoi 
D.C«  * 

No.  MC  124669  (Sub-No.  7) .  filed  Octo- 
Applicant:  TRANSPORT. 
JNC.  OP  SO^  DAKOTA,  1012  West 
41st  Street.^st  Office  Box  502,  Sioux 
^oiH^  Applicant’s  attorney: 

Pi^nbarger,  Post  Office  Box 
396,  Moorhead,  Minn.  Authority  sought 
to  Derate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing.  Anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk  in 
w  the  Phil- 

5°-  Anhydrous  Ammonia 
Plant  Iwated  at  or  near  Hoag,  Nebr.  to  i 
South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  and  ■ 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

No.  MC  125982  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Sep- 
t®®ij>er  28,  1964.  Applicant:  LOUIS  D. 
F^RRETT  hi,  doing  business  as  A.  &  Q 
transport  CO.,  650  South  Galvez 
Street,  New  Orleans,  La.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  140  Cedar 
Street.  New  York  6.  N.Y.  Authority 
TOught  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes 
transporting:  Newsprint,  printing  and 
ground  wood  paper  from  Natchez-Adams 
Coimty  Port,  located  near  Natchez,  Miss 
to  Alexandria,  La. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  will  be  restricted  to  trafBc^vS  a 
prior  movement  by  water,  if  a  hearlne  is 

requests  it  be 

held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  126233  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1964.  Applicant:  P.  W 
CAMPBELL’  Lawrenceburg,  Tenn.*  Ap- 


417  Stahlman  Building,  Nashville 
Tenn  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irr^lar  routes,  transporting:  Salt  and 
^It  products,  from  Anse  La  Butte  and 
Baldwin.  La.,  to  points  in  Tennessee  and 
Winte  in  Daviess,  Union,  Ohio,  Hopkins, 
Muhlenberg,  U)gan,  Todd,  Christian,  and 
Henderson  CJounties,  Ky. 

*  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  NashvlUe. 

(Sub-No.  1)  (CORREC- 
September  22,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Oc- 
republished  as  cor- 
issue.  Applicant:  CARL  R 
I^^IJajjdoing  business  as  ALLEN 
TOTCKING  CO.,  Route  2,  Box  51,  Keith- 
vuie.  La, 
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N^;  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Frankfort! 

No.  MC  126548  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep- 
^P^r  23,  1964.  Applicant:  ROBERT 
R.  REED  304  1st  Avenue.  GrinneU,  Iowa, 
^pllcants  representative:  Kenneth  P 
Di^ey,  901  South  Madison  Avenue,  Post 
Office  Box  279,  Ottumwa,  Iowa.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carter,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Lumber  {native 
hardwoods,  rough  sawn) ,  raggle  boards, 
mllets,  and  skids,  from  Belle  Plaine 

““O’ 

*  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
requests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines! 

No.  MC  126582  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep- 


business  as  CANOVA 
&  STORAGE  COMPANY  AND 

moving  and  storage 

Woolner  Avenue,  Palr- 
fleld,  C^lif.  Applicant’s  attorney:  G 

Street.  21st 

Moor,  San  Francisco  4.  Calif.  Authority 
^ught  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motOT  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes* 
transiwrting:  Used  household  goods,  as 
Commission  in  17  MC  C 
«7,  between  points  in  Sonoma,  Napa, 

Saoramento; 

cSif 

*  hearing  is  deemed  necessary. 


purpose  of  this  republication 
correct  subnumber, 
■*).  to  lieu  of  that 

previously  published. 


aonliMni-^  ^  hewing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applkant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha. 

tJ^h  ^^,^25722  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  Sep- 

great 

packers  express.  INC., 
Denver.  Colo. 
CSiarles  W.  Singer, 
AiiSnH?  ^  Chicago  2.  ni! 

to  operate  as  a  com- 

Sf.  over  Ir- 

i‘®iites,  transporting :  Dairy 
I>enver,  Colorado  Springs, 

authority  being 
^  ‘Srv^nr^,  eseel 

Such  restriction. 

WC  1257M  M  Docket  No. 

ReSJS  published  in  Fed- 

August  6.  1964. 

“dairy  produeti!^*^®®.a°^*  ^  to 

Seetk/S^®^.  “  de^ibed  in  Appendix  I. 

^oior  Carrier  Descriptions  in 

i*  deemed  application.  If  a  hearing 

request,^ 


No.  MC  126409  (Sub-No.  2).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1964.  Applicant*  'TIGER. 
TA^  LINES.  INC...1600  South 
^ll^ton,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  j! 
Wmiam  Cain,  Madison  Building.  1155 

^“Wngton,  D.C., 
20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  ler- 
Wtser  and  fertilizer  materials,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  Baltimore’ 
Md.,  to  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland! 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia  and 
West  Vir^,  and  (2)  from  points  in 
Virginia  (except  Chesapeake,  Va.).  to 
iwints  in  North  Carolina  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

*  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington 

No.  MC  126488  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  Sep- 
I  Applicant:  LEDFORD 
business  as  LED- 

trucking  COM- 
Winston  Avenue.  Lexington, 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
iw^e^ar  routes,  transporting:  Bakery 
Cincinnati.  Ohio,  to  Lexing- 
ton,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
/aciZfftes  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  above  commodities  on  return. 


No.  MC  126584  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Sep- 
Applicant:  DOROTHY 
ADMINISTRA- 

TRK  of  the  estate  of  JACK  W.  SWOF- 
X7 A business  as  SWOFFORDS 
VAN  &  STORAGE,  a  fiduciary,  1061 
Sonoma  Boulevard.  Vallejo.  Calif  An- 

Alfred  Roenscl 
100  BiMh  Street.  21st  Floor,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
Wcle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Used  household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Co^ission  in  17  M.C.C.  467,  between 
points  in  Solano,  Napa,  Sonoma,  and 
Contra  Costa  Counties,  Calif. 

®  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

oSi 

No.  MC  126592  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  GERALD 
WAYNE  CAMPBELL.  R.F.D.  1.  Center- 
^l^Iowa.  Applicant's  attorney:  Carll 

Professional 

Builffing,  Kansas  City  6,  Mo.  Authority 
^ught  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes* 
transporting:  Coal,  from  points  in  Put¬ 
nam  County,  Mo.,  to  Centerville,  Iowa. 

arvTVM™'  .1.^^  *  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
I?wa  ^  at  Des  Moines! 

1QR?‘  126596,  filed  September  23, 

1964.  Applicant:  MERVYN  RINEHART 
Sub.  Post  Office  22,  Edmonton,  Alberta! 
Canada.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
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taittqua  County,  N.Y^  and  <2)  amesitej 
blacktop,  and  other  aepkalt  materiaU, 
from  points  in  Chautauqua  Conn^^  N.Y^ 
to  points  in  Warren  and  M^Cean  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa. 

Notb:  If  a  liearlng  Is  deemed  neceesary. 
aivlicant  requeets  It  i)e  held  at  Erie  or  Pitts- 
htirgh.  Pa. 

No.  MC  126602,  filed  S^^tember  23, 
1064.  AppUeant:  OEN£2tAL  TERMI¬ 
NALS,  INC..  Post  Office  Box  53086,  1820 
Tchoupitoulas  Street,  New  Orleans,  La., 
70150.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Alan  F. 
Woblstetter,  One  Farragut  Square  S.. 
Washington,  D.C.,  20006.  .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  orer  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  between  points 
within  a  radius  of  seven^  (70)  air  miles 
of  New  Orleans,  La.,  including  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La. 

Notb:  Applicant  states  such  area  Ineludea 
points  in  the  foUowing  counties:  Hancock, 
Harrison,  Pearl  River  and  Stone  Counties, 
Miss.,  and  in  the  following  parishes:  Or¬ 
leans,  Jefferson,  St.  Charles,  St.  Bernard,  St. 
Tammany,  Washington,  Piaqtmnines,  La¬ 
fourche,  Terrebonne,  St.  Mary,  St.  Martin, 
St.  James,  Assumption,  Ibeda.  Iberville,  St. 
Helena,  East  Batcm  Rouge,  West  Baton 
Rouge,  Ascension,  Liyingston,  Tangipahoa, 
and  St.  John  the  Baptist  Parishes,  La.  It  is 
further  stated  the  proposed  operations  will 
be  restricted  to  (a)  shipments  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  beyond  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  and  a  70  air  mile  radius  thM'eof. 
in  containers,  and  (b)  pickup  and  delivery 
service  incidental  to  and  in  connection  with 
pairing,  crating  and  containertaation  or  un¬ 
packing,  uncrating  and  deeontainerisatlon 
of  such  shipments,  but  wllh  Include  local 
drayage  servloe  between  riverfront  terminals 
in  the  performance  of  carloading  operations. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  H  be  held  at  New  Orleans,  La. 


necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
ddoago.m. 

No.  MC  126609.  filed  September  28, 
1964.  Applicant:  ORLAND  J.  DUNNE, 
doing  business  as  DUNNE  TBUCKINd 
COMPANY,  1810  Chaney  Road.  Du¬ 
buque.  Iowa.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Meat  scraps,  animal  feeds,  animal  feed 
ingredients,  in  bulk,  in  open  top  equip¬ 
ment,  with  canvas  and  plastic  covers, 
from  Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Boone, 
Bureau.  Carrot  DeKalb,  Fulton,  Grundy, 
Hancock,  Henderson.  Henry,  Jo  Davies, 
Kane.  Kendall,  Knox.  Lake,  La  Salle, 
Lee,  Livingston,  Marshall,  McDonough, 
McHenry,  McLean,  Mercer,  Ogle,  Peoria, 
Putnam,  Rock  Island,  Btark,  Stephenson, 
Tazewell,  Warren,  Whiteside,  Winne¬ 
bago.  and  Woodford  Counties,  HI. 

Notb:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  is  to  be  '“under  contract  with  the  Du¬ 
buque  Packing  Company.  Dubuque.  Iowa.” 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
does  not  specify  a  desired  location. 

No.  MC  126610,  filed  September  28, 
1964.  Applicant:  C»IEN  TROY  PARK¬ 
ER.  1724  Stella  Street,  Wenatchee, 
Wa^.  Applicant’s  attorney:  George  R 
Labissoniere,  333  Central  Building, 
Seattle  4,  Wash.  Authority  sought  to 
<H}erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irr^ular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise,  as  is  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  and  retail  grocery  establish¬ 
ments,  from  points  in  California  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highways  152,  and  140,  to 
points  in  Washington. 

Non:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  to  be  “under  contract  and  for  the  ac- 
coimt  of  Pacific  Gamble  Robinson  Co.”  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle.  Wash. 


commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosive,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  from  the  intematljnal  bomdary 
line  between  the  TMdcd  States  and  Can¬ 
ada  at  or  near  Beaver  Creek,  Atatfka,  via 
Tok  Junctton,  Alaska,  to  Fairbanks. 
Alaska,  and  emptg  Canadian  beer  botUes, 
on  return. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Anchorage, 

Alaska. 

No.  MC  126599,  filed  September  23. 
1964.  Applicant:  EMBASSY  MOVING 
&  STORAGE  CO.,  INC..  5150  Lawrence 
Place,  HyattsviUe,  Md.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Alan  F.  Woblstetter,  One  Parra- 
gut  Square.  South,  Washington,  D.C., 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tran^iorting:  House¬ 
hold  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  between  points  within  a  fifty  (50) 
mile  radius  of  Washington,  D.C.,  includ¬ 
ing  Washington,  DjC. 

Non:  Applicant  states  such  area  Includes 
all  potnts  within  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Alesandrla,  Va.,  and 
points  in  the  following  cotmties  within  a 
radius  at  fifty  (60)  miles  of  Washington. 

D. C..  namely,  Montgomery.  Howard,  Fred¬ 
eric  Qsrroll,  Baltimore,  Anne  Arund^ 
Prince  Georges.  Calvert.  Charles,  and  St. 
Marys  Counties,  Md.;  and  Arlington,  Fairfax, 
Prince  William.  Stafford,  Spoteyivania,  Kis^ 
George,  Fauquier,  and  Loudoun  Countiee, 
Va.  It  la  further  sta'ted  the  pr(q>oaed  opera- 
tioDB  'Will  be  restricted  to  (a)  shipments 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  be¬ 
yond  said  50  mile  radius  of  Washington.  D.C.. 
in  containers,  and  (b)  pickup  and  delivery 
service  incidental  to  and  in  connection  with 
packing,  crating,  and  oontaineriBation  or  un¬ 
packing,  uncrating,  and  deooatainerlBatlon 
of  such  Shipments.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
WaShingtcm,  D.O. 

No.  MC  126600,  filed  September  25, 
1964.  Applicant:  EHRSAM  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  108  North  Factory.  Enter¬ 
prise,  Kans.  AFPlicant’s  attorn^:  John 

E.  Jandera,  641  EEarrison  Street,  Topeka. 
Kuis.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  ova* 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Materials 
handling  and  processing  equipment,  ele¬ 
vator  equipment,  power  transmission 
equipment,  foundry  castings,  materials 
and  supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
stated  products,  between  Enterprise, 
Wichita,  and  Clay  Center,  Kans.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (excepting  Hawaii) . 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  transpor¬ 
tation  service  requested  will  be  'und«'  con¬ 
tinuing  contracts  with  the  Simlo,  Inc.;  Ehr- 
sam  Wichita  Foundry,  Inc.,  ighrM.m  inc.,  and 
Hie  j.  B.  Khrsam  St  Som  Manufacturing 
Ck>mpany.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Topeka, 
Kans. 

No.  MC  126601,  filed  September  23, 
1964.  AppUeant:  A.  C.  LAING  AND  R 
W.  LAING,  a  partnership,  601  11th 
Street,  Franklin,  Pa.  AppUcant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Robert  Y.  Daniels,  Green  Building, 
Franklin,  Pa..  16323.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Sand  and  gravel,  from  points  In 
Warren  County,  Pa.,  to  points  In  Chan- 


No.  MC  126605,  filed  September  23. 
1964.  Applicant:  J.  M.  BEAVER,  doing 
business  as  BEAVER’S  DUMP  ’TRUCK 
SERVICE,  1734  Helvingston  Street,  Live 
Oak,  Fla.  AppUcant’s  attorney:  fikd  H. 
Proctor,  1730  American  Heritage  Life 
Building.  JacksonviUe,  Fla.,  32202.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (^>erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Road  building  and 
construction  aggregates,  in  bulk,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Georgia  on 
and  south  of  UJS.  Highway  280,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Florida  on  and  east  of  Flor¬ 
ida  Highway  59,  and  on  and  north  of 
Florida  Highway  50. 

Notb:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Jackson¬ 
ville.  Fla, 

No.  MC  126606,  filed  September  24, 
1964.  AppUeant:  WILLIAM  H. 
O’BRIEN,  Post  Office  Box  37,  Dixon.  HI. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  H.  Levy, 
105  West  Adams  Street,  Chicago  3,  HI. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (A)  Empty 
tin  cans,  from  Dixon,  HI.,  to  Lewisburg, 
Tom.,  and  (B)  milk  beverages  in  cans, 
and  evaporated  milk  in  cans,  from  Lewis¬ 
burg,  Tenn.,  to  Dixem  and  Chicago,  HI. 

Notb:  AppUeant  states  that  the  above 
proposed  service  will  be  performed  for  The 
Borden  Company.  H  a  hearing  Is  deemed 


No.  MC  126611.  filed  September  29, 
1964.  AppUeant:  LARRY  SPACE,  doing 
business  as  MIDTOWN  TRUCKING, 
Rural  DeUvery  No.  3,  Route  22,  Somer¬ 
ville,  N.J.  AppUcant’s  attorney:  Charles 
J.  WiUlams,  1060  Broad  Street,  Newark, 
NJ.,  07102.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fertilizer  in  bags,  herbicides,  in  bottla, 
lavm  seed  spreaders,  and  bird  feeders  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  grass  and  bird 
seed,  from  Bound  Brook,  NJ.,  to  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in  Westchester, 
Dutchess,  Suffolk,  and  Nassau  Counties, 
N.Y.;  points  in  PhUadelphla,  Bucks, 
Montgomery,  Delaware,  and  C?hester 
Counties,  Pa.;  points  In  Maryland  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  15;  Wilmington, 
Del. ;  and  points  in  Connecticut. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  will  be  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Lofts  Pedigreed  Seed,  Inc.  of 
Bound  Brook.  N.J.  If  s  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Newark.  NJ. 

No.  MC  126612,  filed  September  24, 
1964.  AppUcant:  SALVATORE  GIAR- 
RAPUTO,  doing  business  as  SEMOLINA 
HAULAGE  <X)MPANY,  86  Kent  Avenue, 
Brooklyn,  N.Y.  AppUcant’s  attorney: 
Arthur  J.  Piken,  160-16  Jamaica  Avenue, 
Jamaica  32,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irr^rular  routes,  transport^ 
Ing:  Flour,  in  bulk,  in  specially  equipped 
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trailer^,  from  Brooklsoi,  N.Y.,  to  Newark 
and  Irvington,  NJ. 

Nans:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  126613,  filed  September  25, 
1964.  Applicant:  GARDEN  GROVE 
transfer  &  STORAGE  CO.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  11521  Anabel  Avenue,  Garden 
Grove,  Calif.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Household  goods,  crated  and  un¬ 
crated,  new  and  used,  and  (2)  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  facil¬ 
ities  (not  specified)  used  in  transporting 
the  commodities  specified  in  (1)  above, 
between  points  in  Los  Angeles,  and 
Orange  Counties,  Calif. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  126615,  filed  October  2,  1964. 
Applicant:  G.  FRED  BIXLER,  INC.,  15 
Hamilton  Avenue,  Weehawken,  N.J. 
Ai^licant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.,  07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Col¬ 
lapsible  mobile  house  trailers,  sheds, 
equipment,  and  supplies  on  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  loading  and 
unloading  devices  from  Carlstadt,  N.J., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  oper¬ 
ation  will  be  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Quaker  City  Indtistries,  Inc.,  Carlstadt, 
N J.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  126617,  filed  October  1,  1964. 
AppUcant:  WELDON  J.  LUCAS,  doing 
business  as  DEPTFORD  PARCEL  DIS¬ 
PATCH,  Walker  and  Kahler  Streets, 
Woodbury,  N.J.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Wadsworth  Cresse,  Jr.,  44  Cooper  Street, 
Woodbury,  N.J.,  08096.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Air  freight,  between  Philadelphia 
International  Aiiport,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
and  points  in  Burlin^on,  Ocean,  Atlan¬ 
tic,  Cape  May,  Ciunberland,  Salem, 
Gloucester,  and  Camden  Counties,  N.J. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  Camden  or  Trenton,  N.J, 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  3647  (Sub-No.  364) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  1964.  Applicant:  PUBLIC 
^VICE  COORDINATED  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  a  corporation,  180  Boyden  Ave¬ 
nue,  Maplewood,  N.J.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Richard  Frying  (same  address 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
wcle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  ex- 
vr^s  and  newspapers,  in  the  same 
r  £1®  passengers,  between  Frank- 
^  Township,  and  Montgomery  Town- 
snip,  Somerset  County,  N.J.,  from  the 
Jj^ction  of  Interstate  Highway  287  and 
Weston  Canal  Road  in  Franklin  Town- 
over  Interstate  Highway  287  to 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence 


over  UB.  Highway  22  to  Junction  of 
UB.  Highway  206,  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  206,  to  the  Reading  Railroad  Sta¬ 
tion  at  Belle  Mead,  Montgomery  Town¬ 
ship,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
using  access  roads  at  the  jimctions,  and 
serving  no  intermediate  points  (except 
those  on  U.S.  Highway  206  between  the 
Reading  Railroad  Station  at  BeUe  Mead, 
Montgomery  Township,  N.J.,  and  the 
Raritan  River  Bridge  at  the  boimdary 
line  of  the  Borough  of  Somerville,  and 
Township  of  Hillsborough,  N.J.). 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  "intends  to  tack 
the  above-described  route  with  its  existing 
routes.’’  If  a  heuing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Trenton, 
N.J. 

No.  MC  3647  (Sub-No.  365) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1964.  Applicant:  PUBLIC 
SERVICE  CCK)RDINATED  'TOANS- 
PORT,  180  Boyden  Avenue,  Maplewood, 
N Applicant’s  attorney:  Richard  Fry- 
ling  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  J^assengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  within  the  Borough  of  Totowa,  N.J.; 
from  junction  U.S.  Highway  46  and 
Union  Blvd.,  Totowa,  over  Union  Blvd. 
to  junction  River  View  Drive,  thence 
over  River  View  Drive  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  46,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  above- 
described  route  will  be  tacked  to  existing 
routes.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Newark,  NJ, 

No.  MC  109865  (Sub-No.  6) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  28,  1964.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
H.  KUSS,  doing  business  as  VALTiEY 
TRANSPORTATION,  Five  Bank  Street, 
Seymour,  Conn.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
L.  C.  Major.  Jr.,  2001  Massachusetts  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.,  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage  in  the  same  Vehicle  with 
passengers  in  special  operations,  (1>  be¬ 
tween  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  and  points  on 
U.S.  Highway  1  between  Bridgeport, 
Conn.,  and  the  Connecticut-New  York 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  the  site  of  the  Saratoga  Springs 
Racetrack  at  Saratoga  Springs,  N.Y.,  and 
(2)  between  Waterbury,  Naugatuck, 
Beacon  Palls,  Sesrmour,  Ansonia,  Derby, 
and  Shelton,  Conn.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,' on  the  other,  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  moving  to  and  from 
racetracks  in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  area. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  above  pro¬ 
posed  operation  in  section  (2)  above  will  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority  between 
Bridgeport,  Conn.,  and  various  racetracks  in 
the  New  York  area,  which  applicant  states 
it  is  currently  authorized  to  serve,  as  well 
as  the  authority  appUed  for  in  section  (I) 
above  between  Bridgeport  and  Saratoga 
Springs  Racetrack,  so  as  to  permit  service 
by  applicant  from  the  named  Connecticut 
points  between  Bridgeport  and  Waterbiuy  to 
ajl  the  various  racetracks  in  the  New  York, 
N.Y.,  area  which  applicant  is  authorized  to 
serve.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Hartford, 
Conn. 


No.  MC  111347  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  24.  1964.  Applicant:  PRIGGE’S 
CHARTERED  BUSES.  INC.,  930  North 
Ninth  Street,  Sheboygan,  Wis.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  William  C.  Dineen,  412 
Empire  Building,  710  North  Plankinton 
Avenue,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,'  53203.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  Uie  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  round  trip  charter  opera¬ 
tions  beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
Sheboygan,  Ozaukee,  Manitowoc,  Fond 
du  Lac,  Green  Lake,  and  Milwaukee 
Counties,  Wis.,  and  extending  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Milwaukee. 
Wis. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Has  Been  Requested 

MOTCm  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  531  (Sub-No.  156) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  5,  1964.  Applicant:  YOUNGER 

BROTHERS,  INC.,  4904  Griggs  Road, 
Houston,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Collapsible  containers,  when  mov¬ 
ing  at  the  same  time  and  on  the  same 
v^cle  when  transporting  transformer 
oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Port 
Arthur,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Alabama  (ex¬ 
cept  Fox),  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia. 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  xmder  Docket  No.  MC  531  Subs  21, 
84,  95,  137,  and  139  to  transport  transformer 
oU  In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Port 
Arthiir,  Tex.  to  all  of  the  destinations  set 
forth  above.  The  purpose  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  is  to  transport  collapsible  containers  on 
the  same  vehicle  at  the  same  time  it  Is  trans¬ 
porting  transformer  oU  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles.  No  additional  territory  is  being 
sought. 

No.  MC  113828  (Sub-No.  65) .  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  29,  1964.  Applicant:  O’BOYLE 
TANK  LINES,  INCORPORATED,  4848 
Cordell  Avenue,  Washington  14,  D.C. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  William  P.  Sulli¬ 
van,  1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20036.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cement,  from  Winston-Salem,  N.C„ 
to  points  in  Bedford,  Bland.  Botetourt, 
Campbell,  Craig,  Giles,  Montgomery, 
Pulaski,  and  Roanoke  Counties,  Va.,  and 
Roanoke,  Va. 

No.  MC  118788  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Octo¬ 
ber  2,  1964.  Applicant:  ROBERT  PAR¬ 
RISH,  ROBERT  G.  PARRISH  AND 
BUFORD  PARRISH,  a  partnership,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  PARRISH  BROS.  IM¬ 
PLEMENT  CO.,  905  Fehr  Avenue,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Ollie 
L.  Merchant,  Suite  202,  140  South  F^th 
Street,  Louisville,  Ky.,  40202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Hides,  green  salted,  (a) 
between  Louisville,  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mary- 
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nonces 


land.  Bfichlfiran,  lifinnesota.  Mteslsalppl. 
MiflBouri.  Nebraska,  New  Toilc,  Nortti 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  PennssrlTania, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  and 
Virginia;  and  (b)  from  Loulsrille,  Ky., 
to  points  in  Maine. 

MOIOa  CABKIBRS  OF  PASSKMCBRS 

No.  MC  1615  (Sid>-No.  59).  filed  Sep¬ 
tember  22.  1954.  Applicant:  GREY¬ 
HOUND  UNEB.  INC.,  140  South  Dear¬ 
born  Street,  CMcmgo,  HI.,  50603. 
Applicant’s  attorney;  W.  T.  Meinhold, 
371  Maitet  Street.  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
94105.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passenoert 
and  their  baggage,  and  exprest  and 
newspapers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers.  A.  Revision  of  CaUfomia 
Route  No.  1  on  Certificate  Sheet  No.  5 
Reroute  regular  route  No.  1  over  relo¬ 
cated  segments  of  UH.  Highway  101,  in 
lieu  of  and  in  revocation  of  the  presently 
authorised  segments  over  former  UH. 
Highway  101.  now  unnumbered  highways 
with  the  exception  of  item  <5),  which 
has  been  renumbered  as  California 
Highway  254.  between  the  following 
points:  <1)  Hamboldt  Hill  Road  Junc- 
tkm  and  Salmon  Avenue  Junction;  (2) 
North  Fields  Ijandlng  Junction  and 
South  Fi^ds  InmUng  Junction;  (3) 
Nortii  Whit^  Slough  Junction  and  South 
Whites  Slough  Junction;  <4)  North 
Fortuna  Interchange  and  South  Rohner- 
ville  Overcrossing;  <5)  Myers  Flat  Over- 
crossing  and  Mi^le  Hill  Bridge;  (6) 
PcHuythe  Creek  Juncthm  and  Ford  Road 
Junction;  (7)  North  Hiatt  Road  Junc¬ 
tion  and  South  Washington  School  Road 
Junction;  and  (S)  \North  Healdsburg 
Junction  and  South  Healdsburg  Junc¬ 
tion;  to  read  as  follows;  “between  the 
CXegon-Califarnia  State  line  north  of 
Smith  River  and  8«m  Francisco:  from 
the  point  where  US.  Highway  101  inter¬ 
sects  the  Oregon-Califomia  State  line, 
over  U.S.  Highway  101  to  Junction  Busi¬ 
ness  Route  U.S.  Highway  101  (North 
Santa  Rosa  Junetioii) ,  thence  over  Busi¬ 
ness  Route  US.  Highway  101  through 
Santa  Rosa  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
101  (South  Santa  Rosa  Junction) ,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  101  to  jimction  un¬ 
numbered  highway  north  of  Cotati 
(North  Cotati  Junction),  thence  over 
unnumbered  highway  throu^  Cotati 
and  Petaluma  to  junction  US.  Highway 
101  (Petaluma  Junction),  thence  over 
n.8.  Highway  101  to  San  Francisco  (con¬ 
nects  with  Oregon  route  8) .  Authority 
is  granted  to  serve  all  intermediate 
points  and  also  the^  points  of  Fortuna 
and  Healdsburg  ov^  available  access 
highways  to  U.S.  Highway  101 )  B.  Re¬ 
vision  of  Proposed  California  Route  No.  3 
on  Certificate  Sheet  No.  S.  Revise  Route 
No.  3.  as  pnHwSed  in  paiding  Form 
BMC-78  application  in  Dodcet  No.  MC 
1515  (Sub-No.  23)  (formerly  Docket  No. 
MC  1501  (Sub-No.  290)),  to  include  a 
segment  of  former  U.S.  Highway  101  (to 
be  rttiumbered  as  California  Highway 
254)  between  Myers  Flat  and  Mi^le  Hills 
Bridge,  to  read  as  follows:  “between 
Dyerville  and  Maple  Hills  Bridge:  from 
Junction  n.S.  Highway  101  and  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  254  (Dyerville).  over 
California  Highway  254  via  Weott  and 


Miranda  to  junction  US.  Highway  101 
(Migsle  BHHs  Bridge)  .**  and  return  over 
the  same  routes  in  A.  and  B..  serving 
an  inteimedlate  points,  subject  to  the 
genn^  conditions  and  orders  set  forth 
bn  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  lA  of  fonner 
Certtflcate  No.  MC  1501  (Sub-No.  138) , 
now  assigned  No.  MC  1515  (Sub-No.  7) . 

Non:  Tlie  cbanges  In  operating  authority 
hereinabove  Shown  and  explained  are  pro- 
poaed  to  be  Inccaporated  In  the  designated 
revised  sheet  to  fcxxner  OertMlcate  No.  MC 
1601  (Sub-No.  IM).  now  assigned  No.  MC 
1515  (Sub-No.  7) . 

No.  MC  109855  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  Sep- 
tember  22,  1954.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
H.  KUSS,  doing  business  as  VA1j1£Y 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  5  Bank  Street, 
Seymour,  Coon.  Applicant’s  attemor: 
vnUiam  O.  Turney,  2001  Massachusetts 
Avenue  NW..  Waihingtcxi,  D.C.,  20035. 
Autharity  sought  to  c^penite  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  moUHr  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle,  hi 
special  operations,  during  the  racing  sea¬ 
son.  b^ween  Bridgeport.  Conn.,  and 
points  on  TJB.  Highway  1  between 
Bridgeport.  Conn.,  and  the  Conneri^icut- 
New  York  State  Une,  on  the  aae  hand, 
and.  (HI  the  other,  the  sites  of  the  Aque¬ 
duct,  Jamaica,  and  Belmont  raoetirackB, 
Long  Island,  N.Y.,  and  the  sites  the 
Roosevelt  Raceway  at  Westbury.  N.Y., 
and  the  Ycmkers  Raceway  at  Y(»kars, 
N.Y. 


Nots  :  ApiHlcant  states  that  the  purpose  of 
this  f^plicatlon  is  to  (xxivsrt  the  regular 
route  authority  embraced  In  Certtflcate  No. 
MC  109866,  to  irregular  route  authority,  and 
to  remove  the  seasonal  restrictlcm  therein 
with  respect  to  its  special  racetrack 
operatloos. 

Na  MC  125569  (Sub-No.  11).  filed 
September  28.  1964.  AppLLcant:  VAL¬ 
LEY  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY, 
a  corporation,  829  State  Stre^  Lemoyne, 
Pa.  Applicmit’s  attorney:  S.  Harris(Hi 
Kahn,  Suite  733,  Investment  Building, 
WashingtcMi,  D.C.  Author!^  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vriiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tranqxnt- 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage.  In 
special  operations,  during  the  authorised 
racing  seascms  between  Carlisle,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  cm  the  other,  Hagers¬ 
town  Race  Track.  Hagerstown,  Md., 
CSiarles  Town  Race  Track,  Charles 
Town.  W.  Va^  and  Shenand(Mh  Downs 
Race  ’Track.  Charles  Town,  W.  Va. 

By  the  Commission. 

ISEALl  Habold  D.  M(K;)ot, 

Secretary. 

{FB.  Doc.  64-10445;  FUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:47  ajn.] 


_  INotice  1060] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

October  9. 1964. 

SyixHises  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Intmwtate  Com¬ 
merce  Act.  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179) ,  appear  below ; 


As  provided  in  the  Comnfission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  Interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeing  recon- 
sidemtlcHi  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act.  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particmlarity. 

No.  MC-FC  66984.  By  order  of  Oc¬ 
tober  7,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Maggie  Hayes, 
doing  business  as  Hayes  Truck  Line.  Post 
Office  Box  97,  Luther,  Okla.,  73054,  of 
Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC  54684 
Sub  2,  issued  March  19,  1964,  to  Walter 
L.  Hayes,  doing  business  as  Hayes  Truck 
Line.  Post  Office  Box  97,  Luther,  Okla., 
evidencing  the  right  to  engage  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce  between  speci¬ 
fied  points  in  Oklahoma,  over  a  regular 
route. 

No.  MC-FC  67013.  By  order  of  Oc- 
t(>ber  7,  1964.  the  Transfer  Board  ap- 
IN'oved  the  transfer  to  Cffiarles  M.  Taylor, 
dcring  business  as  Taylor  Truck  Lines, 
Eudora,  Kans.,  of  the  operating  rights 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  65004,  issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  21.  1956.  to  Delbert  Reusch  and 
CSiarles  M.  Taylor,  doing  business  as 
Taylor  Truck  IJne,  Eudora,  Kans.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  tranqxntation,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  of;  Various  specifically 
named  cxunmodities  of  a  general  com¬ 
modity  nature,  between  specified  points, 
and  serving  named  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  in  Kansas  and  Missouri. 
D.  8.  Hults,  Box  225,  Lawrence,  Kans., 
attorney  tor  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  67052.  By  order  of  Oc¬ 
tober  7,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Willisun  G.  Web¬ 
ster,  doing  business  as  Bill  Webster  & 
Sons,  Bfiu^tow,  Calif.,  of  the  operating 
rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC  104094,  and 
those  evidMiced  by  Certificates  of  Regis¬ 
tration  in  Nos.  MC  56617  Sub  2  and  MC 
104094  Sub  4.  issued  by  the  Commission 
October  25.  1943,  April  2.  1964,  and  May 
12, 1964,  respectively,  to  IJoyd  F.  Harvey, 
Barstow,  Calif.,  authorMng  the  trans¬ 
portation  imder  the  Certificate  of  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  of  ex¬ 
press,  and  mail.  In  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  over  regular  routes, 
between  Yermo,  Calif.,  and  Death  Val¬ 
ley  Jumjtlon,  CaUf.;  and  under  Certif¬ 
icates  of  Registration,  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  between  Barstow.  Calif.,  and  Stove¬ 
pipe  Wells,  ChOif.,  subject  to  restrictions: 
and  passengers  and  their  baggage,  te- 
tween  Barstow,  Calif.,  and  Stovepipe 
Wells,  Calif.,  subject  to  restrictions. 
Ivan  McWhinney,  639  South  Spring 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  attorney  for 
a{H>licants. 

No.  MOFC  67159.  By  order  of  Oc¬ 
tober  7,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Mueller  Cartage 
Company,*  a  (sorporation,  St.  Louis,  Mo^ 
of  the  operating  rights  in  Permit  No.  MC 
114496  Sub  1,  issued  March  5,  1954,  to 
B  &  B  ’Trucking  Company,  a  corporation, 
Alton,  m..  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion,  over  irregular  routes,  of: 
and  clay  products,  from  and  to  specinea 
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points  in  Illinois  and  Missouri.  Robert 
C.  Martin,  300  American  Building.,  Gin* 
cinnati,  Ohio,  attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary, 

IF.R.  Doc.  64-10446;  Filed.  Oct.  13.  1964; 
8:47  ajn.] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

October  9, 1964. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
idth  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CTR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  39314:  Lime  to  Wellsville, 
Ohio.  Filed  by  Traffic  Executive  Associa¬ 
tion-Eastern  Railroads,  agent  (E.R.  No. 
2744) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  lime,  hydrated,  quick  or  slaked,  in 
bulk,  in  carloads,  subject  to  minimum 
shipment  of  255  net  tons,  from  Mosher 
and  Ste.  Genevieve,  Mo.,  to  Wellsville, 
Ohio. 

Grounds  for  relief ;  Barge  competition. 
Tariff:  Supplement  26  to  Trt^c  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Association-Eastern  Railroads, 
agent,  tariff  I.C.C.  C-238. 

PSA  No.  39315:  Joint  motor-rail 
rates — Eastern  Central.  Filed  by  the 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  agent  (No.  282) ,  for  interested 
carriers.  Rates  on  various  commodities 
moving  on  class  and  commodity  rates 
over  joint  routes  of  applicant  rail  and 
motor  carriers,  between  points  in  central 
territory,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points 
in  middle  Atlantic  and  New  England 
territories,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motortruck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  16th  revised  page  47-A  to 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  agent,  tariff  MF-I.C.C.  A-230. 

PSA  No.  39316:  Joint  motor-rail 
rates— Eastern  Central.  Filed  by  The 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers,  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  agent  (No.  283) ,  for  interested 


carriers.  Rates  on  various  commodities 
moving  on  class  and  commodity  rates 
over  joint  routes  of  applicant  rail  and 
motor  carriers,  between  points  in  middle 
Atlantic  and  New  England  territories,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  points  in  central, 
southwestern  and  middlewest  territories, 
on  the  other. 

Oroimds  for  relief:  Motortruck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff :  18th  revised  page  69  to  Eastern 
Central  Motor  Carriers  Association,  Inc., 
agent,  tariff  MF-I.C.C.  A-230. 

FSA  No.  39317:  Joint  motor-rail 
rates — Eastern  Central.  Filed  by  The 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Associa¬ 
tion.  Inc.,  agent  (No.  284) ,  for  interested 
carriers.  Rates  on  various  commodities 
moving  on  class  and  commodity  rates 
over  joint  routes  of  applicant  rail  and 
motor  carriers,  between  points  in  central 
territory,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points 
in  middle  Atlantic  and  New  England 
territories,  on  the  other. 

Groimds  for  relief:  Motortruck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  24th  revised  page  222  to  East¬ 
ern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Association, 
Inc.,  agent,  tariff  MF-I.C.C.  A-230. 

FSA  No.  39318:  Joint  motor-rail 
rates — Eastern  Central.  Filed  by  The 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  agent  (No.  285) ,  for  interested 
carriers.  Rates  on  various  commodities 
moving  on  class  and  commodity  rates 
over  joint  routes  of  applicant  rail  and 
motor  carriers,  between  points  in  central 
territory,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points 
in  middle  Atlantic  and  New  England 
territories,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motortruck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff :  16th  revised  page  47-A  to  East¬ 
ern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Association, 
Inc.,  agent,  tariff  MF-I.C.C.  A-230. 

FSA  No.  39319:  Sulphur  dioxide  to 
Coosa  Pines,  Ala.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South, 
Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4573) ,  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  sulphur  dioxide,  in 
steel  cylinders,  in  carloads,  and  tank  car¬ 
loads,  from  Baton  Rouge  and  North 
Baton  Rouge,  La.,  also  West  Norfolk,  Va., 
to  Coosa  Pines.  Ala. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 


Tariffs:  Supplements  93  and  30  to 
Southern  Freight  Association,  agent, 
tariffs  I.C.C.  S-207  and  S-397,  respec¬ 
tively. 

FSA  No.  39320 :  Liquid  caustic  soda  to 
points  in  Alabama  and  Georgia.  Filed 
by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4574) , 
for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on 
liquid  caustic  soda,  in  tank  carloads, 
from  Acme  and  Wilmington.  N.C..  and 
Charleston,  S.C.,  to  Fairfax.  Lanett  and 
Opelika,  Ala.,  and  Columbus  and  Thom- 
aston,  Ga. 

Groimds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  93  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-207. 

FSA  No.  39322:  Iron  or  steel  articles 
to  Bay  St.  Louis,  Miss.  Filed  by  Illinois 
Freight  Association,  agent  (No.  262) ,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  iron 
or  steel  plate  or  sheet,  noibn,  galva¬ 
nized  or  plain,  corrugated  or  not  corru¬ 
gated,  in  carloads,  from  Chicago,  Sterling 
and  Lemont,  HI.,  to  Bay  St.  Louis,  Miss. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Barge-rail  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  15  to  Illinois 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
1033. 

Aggregate  -of-Intermediates 

FSA  No.  39321:  Commodities  between 
points  in  Texas.  Filed  by  Texas-Louisi- 
ana  Freight  Bureau,  agent  (No.  520) ,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  pe¬ 
troleum  refinery  treating  waste,  in  tank 
carloads,  from  Sheerin,  Tex,  to  Evadale, 
Tex. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Maintenance  of  de¬ 
pressed  rates  published  to  meet  intra¬ 
state  competition  without  use  of  such 
rates  as  factors  in  constructing  combi¬ 
nation  rates. 

Tariff:  Supplement  20  to  Texas-Lou- 
isiana  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff 
I.C.C.  998. 

By  the  Commission.  ‘ 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-10441;  FUed,  Oct.  13,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.] 


CUMULATIVE  CODIFICATION  GUIDE— OaOBER 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  October. 


1  CFR 

Checklist . . -  13517 

5  CFR  '■“K' 

213 _  .  13517, 13595, 13797, 13943 

7  CFR— ContinuGd  Page 

864  1 3637 

3  CFR 

Pioclamation; 

3619-_ . 13593 

3620_  1.76517 

3621 -  13795 

3622___  _  idn.si 

1201 _  13869 

871  . _  _  1 3390 

1204 _  14024 

7  CFR 

33 -  13559 

706  _  13ftRS 

873 -  13565 

905 -  13599-13601 

908 -  13797 

910  -  13601, 14024 

944 -  13602. 13603 

9R4  1 RAOQ 

fiocuTivE  Orders: 

11150  (revoked  by  EO  11182)  -  13629 

11181. -  13557 

11182__ 

724^ -  14099 

728  -  13595, 13635, 14099 

729  -  14100 

751 _  13559 

989 -  14024 

1001 _ 13798 

1064 -  13943 

1106  1 3044 

11183___  _  13633 

855 -  13595, 14102 

1421 - 13944. 14102 

14152 


FEDEIAl  lEGISTEt 


7  CFR— ConliiiMd  ^ 

tdat  iimn 

15  CFR-^ContimMd  ^ 

SSI  i  ^  tsssi 

i4n  _  _  _  _ lana 

8M  __  12851 

Proposed  Rxtles: 

46 _ 18535 

723 _ 14123 

815 _ 14078 

006 _ -- _  14077 

009 _  14077 

Oil _ 14121 

915  14121 

047 _ 14077 

loaa  _  __  _ _  lasas 

285  12852 

16  CR 

u^  n',' 

13572,  13655,  13799,  13800, 13892; 
14026,  14070,  14071. 

67 _ : _  13945 

Propood  Rxtles: 

214 _  _ 14036 

17  CFR 

Proposed  Rxtles:  * 

240 _  13777 

1034  _  _  lasas 

1061 _  18772 

1063  _ 14121 

1064  _ 13772 

1070 _ 14121 

1078  _ 14121 

1079  _ 14121 

1103  _  14029 

1104  _  13774,14031 

1106 _  14029 

1106 _  13774 


_  14053 

_  13944 


9  CFR 

74 _ 

78 _ 

PiopoBiD  Rules: 

74 _  14078 

12  CFR 

1 _  13568-13570, 13798, 13869, 13927 

204 _ 13604 

217 _  13604 

Proposed  Rules: 

206 _  14079 

335 _ 14126 

545 _  13834 

13  CFR 

109 _ 13518 

121 _  13671 

14  CFR 

71  [New] _  13798,13799,14102-14105 

73  [New] _  13604, 14053 

91  [New] _ 13519 

95  [New] _  14064 

97  [New] _  13520, 14054 

207 _ 14105 

241 _ ; _  13528, 14105 

248 _  13799 

295 _  14025 

399  _  14025 

607II”II”II--III”Y360~4,Y40~7’0, 14106 
PROPOrikD  Rules: 

71  [New] _ 1.  13610, 

13611, 13828, 13829, 13904, 13905, 
13974,  13975,  14078. 

73  [New] _  13906,13907,14124 

91  [New] _  13907, 14034, 14079 

151  [New] _  13829 

288 _  13827 

607 _  13833, 

13908,  13976,  14036,  14124,  14125 

15  CR 

367 _ 13570 

370 _ 13643 

371_ . .  13643 

372  _  13646 

373  _  13647 

376 _  13649 

379  _  13650 

380  _  13661 


13896 


18  CFR 

2 - 14106 

16 - 14106 

20  CR 

501 _ 13519 

21  CR 

8 _ _ 1 _  13893 

16 _ ^ _ 14074 

120  _  13771 

121  _  13534, 

13572,  13573,  13802,  13894,  13895, 
14026, 14027, 14109. 

146 _  13895 

Proposed  Rxtles: 

19 _ : _ 13973 

27 _ 13535, 13536 

31 _ 14126 

146 _  14032 

148u _ 14032 

26  CR 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _  13772 

28  CFR 

0 _  13950 

16 _  14027 

29  CR 

511 _  13802 

Proposed  Rxtles: 

610 _  13903 

612 _ 13903 

614  _ i _  13903 

615  _  13903 

30  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

14 _ 

32  CR 

10 _  13951 

56 _  13802 

137 _  13803 

Ch.  Vn _ 13656 

803 _  13803 

815 _  13951 


13822 


32  CR— Continued 

681 _ 

886 

905 _ 


827a _ 

_  ia06.5 

828 _ 

_ - _ 13805 

829 _ 

_  1398.5 

830 _ 

_  18805 

831 _ 

_  13806 

832 _ L_  13807 

842 _ 13807 

845  _ 13869 

846  _  13871 

850 _  13872 

870 _ 13873 


Page 

13873 


13968 

-  13883 

-  13883 

- -  13885 


920 _ _ _ 

33  CFR 

202  - 13970 

203  -  13518, 13970 

207 - : - - -  13970 

38  CFR 

-  13573 

8 -  13573, 13810 

39  CR 

-  14028 

-  13811 

46 -  14028 

Proposed  Rxtus: 


41  CFR 

......  LOW6 

9-1 _ 

-  13574, 13811 

9-6 _  _ 

-  13813 

0-10 _ 

-  13574 

9-16 

lafin*! 

9-30 _ 

_  13575 

43  CFR 

417 _ 

_  13605 

2230^ _ 

-  14075 

.3220 _  _  _ 

13971 

PXTBLXC  Land  Orders: 

3453 _ 

_  13814 

3454 _ 

_  13814 

3455 _ 

_  13814 

3456 _ 

_  13814 

3457 _ 

_  13815 

3458 _ 

_  14109 

45  CR 

105 _ 

_  13639 

114 _  _ 

13971 

46  CR 

510 _ 

_  13971 

47  CFR 

13815 

1 _ _ _ 

13815, 13816 

17 _  _ 

_  13815 

43  _  13816 

73 _ 13818, 13896, 14110, 14117 

83 _ 13815 

Proposed  Ruus: 

73 _  _  14036 

97 _ m _  13834 

49  CFR 

72  13928 

73lI_.III™— II-I—  13929, 13998, 14118 

78  _  14002 

79  _ 14003 

136III _ 13606 

142 _ 14053 

188 _ 14053 

Proposed  Rxtles: 

170 _  13835 

50  CFR 

12 _  13820, 14075 

32 _ 13518, 

13577,  13641,  13642,  13900,  13901, 

13972,  14027,  14076,  14118-14120 

253 _ 1 _ _ _ 13607 

Proposed  Rxtlk: 

256 _ 13^^ 


